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1958 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS OF THE VETERANS OF 
FOREIGN WARS, DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS, 
AND THE AMERICAN LEGION 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1958 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m.; pursuant to notice, in room 362 
(caucus room), Old House Office Building, Hon. Olin E. Teague 
(chairman) presiding. 

The Cuarmman. The committee will come to order. 

First I would like to introduce the members of the House Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee. I wish you would refrain from any demonstra- 
tion until I have finished. 

I would like to say to you that we have a very fine committee. This 
is one committee in the United States Congress that is as nonpolitical 
as a committee can be. 

First, I would like to introduce, Mr. Erwin Mitchell of Georgia, a 
new Member of Congress and a new member of our committee. 

Next, I would like to introduce Mr. Jim Haley of Florida. 

Judge Shuford of North Carolina. 

Walking up to his seat is Doctor Long of Louisiana. 

: On my right Mr. Williams Jennings Bryan Dorn of South Caro- 
ina. 

Mrs. Rogers of Massachusetts. 

Congressman Pat Kearney of New York. 

Congressman William Ayres of Ohio. 

Congressman E. Ross Adair of Indiana. 

Congressman Phil Weaver of Nebraska. 

Congressman John P. Saylor of Pennsylvania. 

Congressman Charles M. Teague of California. 

This meeting has been called to allow your national commander to 
present your legislative program. 

I first decided I would make a little speech of my own this morn- 
ing, but on second thought I have decided not to. I am just going to 
make one statement to you. 

I am sure when I say this I am speaking for every member of the 
House Veterans’ Affairs Committee when I tell you that the veterans 
of this country have nothing to fear from the Congress of the United 
States at any time. 

I would also like to invite each and every person here to come by 
our Veterans’ Affairs Committee. As I said before, it is completely 
nonpolitical. We have no secrets in our committee. 

2373 
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If any of you are interested in what we are doing, how we do it, 
just come by and we will show you. We think you will be pleased 
with what our committee is doing. 

With that I will turn the meeting over to Mr. Omar Ketchum, your 
national legislative director. 

Mr. Keicuum. Mr. C hairman, Mrs. Rogers, members of the Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee, it is my pleasure and privilege to again ac- 
company a commander in chief to this annual hearing as it were, 
of the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, assembled in front 
of you are the members of the VFW who constitute to a large extent 
the National and State leadership of the Veterans of Foreign Wars 
and they have come from all parts of the United States and ‘the Ter- 
ritories to be with us here today. 

Mr. Chairman, with your permission I would like at this time to 
present for your committee those of our national officers who are here, 
and our past commanders in chief. 

I wish that I could present all of our fine leaders, but I know that 
this meeting would go on ad infinitum if we did that. 

So at this time I should like to present. from Helena, Mont., the 
Senior vice commander in chief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
John W. Mahan. 

From Hazleton, Pa., the junior vice commander in chief of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Louis Feldman. 

From away down in the big State of Texas, the adjutant general of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Julian Dickinson. 

From Kansas City, Mo., the quartermaster general of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, Robert B. Handy, Jr. 

Also from the State of Texas is the national chief of staff of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Ted Connell. 

From away down: in Mississippi, Laurel, Miss., comes the judge 
advocate general of the VFW, E. K. Collins. 

From away up in M¢ :ssachusetts comes the surgeon general of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, Dr. Arbiene. 

From Kansas, Mo., the inspector general of the VFW, Elmer 
Jenkins. 

From away out in the great State of Kansas comes the national 
chaplain of the Veterans of Foreign Wars, Father Beck. 

Come on up here and take your place among the seats of the mighty, 
Father. 

Now we have a number of our past commanders in chief here that 
I should like to present to you. 

First, the immediate past commander in chief from Chattanooga, 
Tenn., Cooper T. Holt. 

Then from Bishopville, S. C., James W. Cothran. 

Representing the United States Marine Corps from Seattle, Wash., 
Charles Ralls. 

I am going to leave one of our past commanders in chief who are 
present here this morning to the commander who wants to make the 
introduction. 

I would like to present another past commander in chief, from Bos- 
ton, Mass., Timothy Murphy. 

Also from the State of Kansas, past commander in chief, Wayne 
Richards. 
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Another past commander in chief and a distinguished Member of 
Congress, I doubt if he’s here this morning, but I would like to men- 
tion his name, Jimmy Van Zandt, of Pennsylvania. 

From the State of Michigan, past commander in chief, Charles J. 
Schoeninger. 

Then going out into that resort country, from Denver, Colo., Past 
Commander in Chief Ray “Horse Collar” Brannaman. 

I’m also happy to introduce from Baltimore, Md., one of our neigh- 
bors, Past Commander in Chief Paul Wolman. 

Yesterday or the day before yesterday I heard this next past com- 
mander in chief introduced as Chief Running Pheasant. Actually he 
comes from out in South Dakota, Past Commander in Chief Merton B. 
Tice. 

We also have at the table the chairman of the Veterans of Foreign 
Wars national legislative committee, a distinguished judge from South 
Bend, Ind., Judge E. Spencer Walton. 

And then the past commander in chief has yielded to me a very 
gracious privilege. I should like to present the charming wife of the 
commander in chief, Mrs. Richard L. Roudebush. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many others here that are deserving and 
worthy of an introduction, but as you know, if we keep going we will 
run out the time of the meeting. 

At this time I should like to ask the distinguished member of this 
committee from Indiana, Ross Adair, to do the honors in presenting 
our commander in chief. Ross Adair, of Indiana. 

Ross, it is all yours. 

Mr. Aparr. Omar, Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee, 
where any State has a native son who has done something in his own 
field of activity, something worthy of note, we are proud of him. Such 
is the situation in Indiana today. 

Your commander in chief is a great Hoosier. He is a great Ameri- 
can. Beyond those things he is a nice guy, as we have known for a 
long time, which is important. 

Moreover, he has demonstrated through years of service to this 
organization and many other worthwhile activities his devotion to 
those basic things which make our Nation great. 

It gives me real pride to present to this committee, Mr. Chairman, 
and to our guests here this morning, the national commander of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, a son of Indiana, Comdr. Richard L. 
Roudebush. 


STATEMENT OF RICHARD L. ROUDEBUSH, COMMANDER IN CHIEF, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. Rovupesusn. I would like, if I might, to depart from my text 
for just one moment, to respond to the wonderful introduction of my 
dear friend, Ross Adair, of Fort Wayne, Ind. 

I would like to summarize by merely saying thank you, Ross, and 
thank you for your wonderful service to the veterans of our own 
Hoosier State and to the veterans of the United States of America on 
this wonderful House Veterans’ A ffairs Comimttee. 

May I express my sincere appreciation to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
the members of this committee for granting to the Veterans of Foreign 
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Wars the privilege of this special hearing which will permit me to 
submit: in digest form the current legislative program of our organi- 
zation and to highlight some of the more important points. We know 
that all of you are very busy with heavy demands upon your time. 
Your presence at this hearing indicates your interest in the viewpoint 
and objectives of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

Last fall there was suddenly thrust upon all of us a new dimension 
in our lives which has literally changed the thinking of the entire 
world. 

It now seems to be within the realm of possibility for a human be- 
ing to journey into outer space and, perhaps, land upon another 
celestial body. Although the United States did not score a first in 
the satellite launchings we are all feeling good now that the Army 
has come through with its Jupiter. For reasons I will mention later 


I believe the launchings of the satellites have more than an unusual 


significance and may affect the veterans program. 

The VFW always looks forward to this meeting which is truly 
one of the highlights of our year. This is the time of our annual 
conference of national officers and department commanders. As you 
have observed, I am accompanied this morning by a large group 
of my comrades who represent the nationwide leadership of the 
VFW. Most of them are elected or appointed national officers or 
elected leaders of our State organizations from every State in the 
union. They include all of our national officers, several past. com- 
manders in chief, our national council of administration, member of 
our top national committees, together with the department com- 
manders from all of the States, and some of the Territories. 

I know I speak for each and every one of them in extending thanks 
for your cooperation and the privilege of this meeting today. Except 
for your courtesy and consideration, many of them would not have 
an opportunity to see this very important congressinal committee 
in action. 

Inasmuch as this is the 2d session of the 85th Congress, I note there 
is only one new member on your committee this year and for his 
benefit, and to refresh the memory of you who are busy with so many 
problems, may I take a few moments to explain the origin and pur- 
pose of the VFW. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars was founded in 1899 by groups of 
returned overseas veterans of the Spanish-American War and the 
Phlippine Insurrection who believed there was a need of an organi- 
zation for men who had shared common experiences and dangers 
far from their homeland. 

From that modest beginning we have grown to an organization of 
approximately 1,300,000 members in some 10,000 posts located in 
every State of the Union, the Territories and some foreign countries. 
The membership of the VFW is restricted to men who have served 
in the United States Armed Forces, on foreign soil or in hostile wa- 
ters, during some war, campaign, or expedition for which a campaign 
badge or medal has been authorized. 

e are proud of the type of men, as well as the number of men, 
who belong to our organization and we find it difficult to refrain 
from bragging that many of our members have achieved distinction 
in varied fields, including public affairs. 
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We count among our membership our President and the Vice Presi- 
dent of the United States, as well as many Members of Congress. 

I am proud to emphasize that two of our past commanders in chief 
have made and are continuing to make valuable contributions to the 
achievements of this committee and to the Congress as a whole. I 
refer to Gen. B. W. (Pat) Kearney, of New York, whom I wish to 
acknowledge as a respected member of this committee here today. The 
other that I refer to is James E. (Jimmy) Van Zandt, of Pennsylvania, 
a former member of this committee and now a member of the House 
Armed Services Committee and the Joint Atomic Energy Committee. 

T also wish to acknowledge that some other members of the Veterans’ 
Affairs Committee, including your own distinguished chairman, are 
also members of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

T am proud to state that our chairman is a life member 

The high purpose of our organization is to honor the dead re helping 
the living. In making this objective a living reality the VF W, over 
the years, has instituted many activities and programs. Worthy of 
top mention is our national home for the widows and orphans of 
war veterans which is located at Eaton Rapids, Mich. 

This home, founded in 1926, is an outstanding example in the care 
of youngsters. Also deserving of mention, which has been of great 
value to millions of veterans, is our national rehabilitation service 
which has provided counseling and claims service to veterans and 
their dependents for many, many years. 

This rehabilitation service is, and has been, available to all veterans, 
regardless of whether they are members or eligible to membership, 
as well as their widows and orphans. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars is very proud of its community- 
service program. I know that the chairman and many members of 
this committee are familiar with our community-service activities. 

Last year a total of 12,000 posts and auxiliaries sponsored and 
carried out more than 600,000 community-service projects throughout 
the United States. State and national leaders who have served as 
judges in evaluating our community-service work have been generous 
in their praise. 

We believe that community service helps to build a stronger and 
better America and gives real meaning to the motto, “To Honor the 
Dead by Helping the Living.” Freedoms Foundation at Valley Forge 
has recognized our community-service program with many high 
awards over the past years. 

We meet in national conference this year with some concern as 
to the future of the veteran benefit program. The psychological 
victory scored by the Soviets in launching two earth satellites has 
set off a chain reaction of almost endless charges and countercharges, 
speculation, and demands for Government action that range from 
the sublime to the ridiculous. 

Speculation and advice as to what the Congress will do and should 
do has become a favorite national pastime. Unfortunately, press 
reports indicate that some who take a dim view of Government spend- 
ing for veterans have seized upon this new challenge from the Soviets 
as an avenue to sharply curtail the veteran benefit program. 

Dire predictions concerning a proposed adverse recommendation 
which is expected to be sent to the Congress have appeared in many 
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metropolitan newspapers and the Wall Street Journal. The Presi- 
dent, in his budget message, suggested a reappraisal of veteran 
benefits and said he would send a special message on the subject to 
Congress. 

The VFW refuses to be stampeded into believing that we are run- 
ning a poor second to Soviet Russia in the field of science and the 
development of missiles and rockets. We recognize that we have not 
given as much emphasis to certain phases of rocket development as 
have the Soviets, but we have faith and confidence in American inge- 
nuity and know- how and that we still retain a significant edge in the 
field of nuclear weapons, as well as the comforts of modern civiliza- 
tion. Neither does the VFW believe that the need for increased 
spending in the field of science should sound the death knell of the 
veteran-benefit program. We believe that ample funds are available 
to give the United States adequate national security and a superiority 
in the field of science while at the same time maintaining a generous 
veteran-benefit program. 

We completely reject the speculation that the Congress of the 
United States will increase defense spending only at the expense of the 
veteran-benefit program. 

The VFW agrees that added emphasis should be given to the ad- 
yancement of scientific progress and that there is a need for full speed 
ahead in the development of a missile and rocket program second to 
none in the world. The early part of last November three of the top 
national committees of the Veterans of Foreign Wars met here in 
Washington to consider resolutions adopted by the 1957 national 
convention, as well as changing conditions since the convention and, on 
the basis of such consideration, to formulate a point program of top- 
priority objectives. 

These three committees were made up of able business, professional, 


and political leaders from all parts of the United States. They. 


approached their task with the knowledge that the Soviets had scor ed 
a tremendous psychological victory in “the launching of two earth 
satellites and that an intercontinental ballistic missile with a nuclear 
warhead in unfriendly hands was a strong possibility. 

After many hours of pr ayerful consideration and vigorous give-and- 
take discussion, these 3 committees hammered out a 50- point program 
of top-priority objectives which could well serve as a working blue- 
print for the administration and the Congress in certain fields of 
national and international endeavor. 

In fact, we are proud that many of the recommendations which have 
been sent to the Congress by the administration, as well as some of the 
proposals which have originated in the Congress, closely parallel the 
program advocated in the VFW five- -point program which was re- 
leased the first week of last November. I should like at this time, with 
your permission, Mr. Chairman, to submit for the record a copy of the 
five-point program of top priority objectives of the 1957-58 VFW 
national program. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, it will be placed in the record 
at this point. 
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(The information follows :) 
VFW FiIveE-PoInt PRoGRAM 


By Omar B. Ketchum, director, VFW National Legislative and 
Rehabilitation Services 


The attached statement relating to the VFW five-point program 
of top priority objectives has been prepared to help VF'W officers 
and members to discuss and explain same. The five-point pro- 
gram, necessarily brief, no doubt requires some explanation to 
spell out more detail in some items. Members of the VFW na- 
tional committees which drafted the 3-point program were of the 
opinion that such a statement in connection with the 5-point pro- 
gram would be helpful to VFW officers and members in discussing 
the program and might also be helpful when personally talking 
to Members of Congress and other public officials. 


In accordance with past policy, 3 top committees of the Veterans of For- 
eign Wars of the United States—legislative, security, and American sover- 
eignty—met in Washington, D. C,, to consider national and international issues, 
evaluate the resolutions adopted by the Miami Beach national convention and 
to formulate a VFW 5-point program of top priority objectives. The com- 
mittees met during the peak of the international hubbub over the Russian 
launching of two earth satellites and a national controversy as to whether the 
United States was falling sharply behind Soviet Russia in the development of 
guided missiles and rockets. 

The resultant VFW five-point program is designed to provide interested vet- 
erans with a concise picture of the thinking and needs of veterans and the 
dependents of deceased veterans, for presentation to Members of Congress and 
other public officials who can be helpful in translating the program into actual 
achievement. Over the years the VFW has earnestly tried to represent the 
Nation’s veterans in the Halls of Congress, at the White House, the Veterans’ 
Administration, the Department of Defense, and in other Federal bureaus and 
agencies. Without this representation it is doubtful if veterans would be 
granted special consideration. 

Members of Congress and most public officials are busy men and women. Ex- 
perience reveals that the best approach to Congress is not a voluminous presenta- 
tion of several hundred resolutions but instead a brief and concise picture of the 
highlights of the current VFW program of activities. The current five-point 
program meets that need and method of approach to win the sympathetic consid- 
eration of Membres of Congress and public officials. It should carefully be pointed 
out that the absence of an approved national convention resolution from this 
point program does not mean that said resolution will not receive any considera- 
tion or action by the Veterans of Foreign Wars. As previously stated, many 
resolutions do not make for brevity. In the five-point program one item does 
not take priority over another merely because of its position on the list. 

The first point in the five-point program (A) concerns itself with matters of 
national security. Of prime concern was the question as to whether the United 
States has a missile and rocket program comparable or superior to any other 
nation in the world. It was the belief of the VF W committees that the United 
States has a superior know-how and superior resources if the Nation dedicates 
itself to the task and, consequently calls upon the President and the Congress to 
promptly develop a missile and rocket program that is worthy of the unquestioned 
superiority of American know-how and resources. In addition, the national 
convention had insisted that the United States continue the development and 
testing of atomic and hydrogen weapons until an international system of inspec- 
tion and control is adopted. 

Not overlooking the importance of a balanced armed forces, the program calls 
for the maintenance of the mightiest and most modern air, ground, and naval 
forces in the world, including a strong American merchant marine. Realizing 
that the atomic-hydrogen-cobalt age will require an adequate pool of trained 
American scientists, the point-program calls for a United States incentive science 
educational program of generous scholarships to the top 10 percent of United 
States high-school graduates who are pointing toward science training and grants 
to help expand schools which have accredited science courses. In addition, the 
point-program renews a longstanding VF W demand for universal military train- 
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ing, as well as encouraging young men to aspire for appointments in the United 
States service academies, and vigorous support of the National Guard and Re- 
serve training programs. The national-security point is rounded out by an-en- 
dorsement of the Cordiner study report which would change and improve the 
method of computing basic pay for the armed services to the end that greater 
inducements could be offered to retain trained technicians in the service instead 
of losing them to private industry. 

The second point of the five-point program (B) outlines actions toward a 
stronger foreign policy and a more positive Americanism. It would withdraw 
United States diplomatic recognition of Soviet Russia while cutting off free- 
world trade with Red China and the Soviet bloc of captive states and endorses 
active support for the ahti-Communist underground movement behind the Iron 
Curtain. The program would continue traditional VF W opposition to United 
States participation in any form of world federation, including Atlantic Union, 
and calls for denying admittance of Red China and other Communist countries 
into the United Nations, as well as the expulsion of Communist countries that 
are already members of the United Nations. 

In addition to reaffirming continuing opposition to any form of communism 
point B renews a VF'W request that May 1 of each year be officially designated 
as Loyalty Day with nationwide observance of such a day; urging Congress to 
strengthen the Smith Act which has come under Supreme Court objections, 
and to eliminate subversive employees from any agency of the Federal Govern- 
ment, sensitive or nonsensitive, as well as to authorize the States to enact legis- 
lation against subversive activities within their own borders. Last, but not 
least, point B emphatically condemns the tyranny and brutality imposed upon 
the Hungarian people and renews a VFW demand for a renegotiation of the 
Status of Forces Treaties to prohibit trials of American servicemen by foreign 
courts. 

The third point of the five-point program (C) suggested ways and means for 
better hospitalization and medical care. It demanded the construction of addi- 
tional Veterans’ Administration hospitals and a program to renovate certain 
existing hospitals which have grown old and costly to operate, in accordance 
with a survey that was made by VFW service officers and on the basis of 
resolutions adopted by the VFW national convention in Miami Beach. Another 
proposal recommends salary increases for VA medical personnel comparable to 
the pay and allowances for medical personnel in the Armed Forces and the Public 
Health Service. In an effort to increase use of existing VA hospital beds 
point C recommends that in all Veterans’ Administration general, medical, and 
surgical hospitals the bed occupancy rate be increased to not less than an 
average of 95 percent, and that many beds could be vacated for greater needs 
if outpatient treatment was provided for disabled and aged pensioners, as well 
as veterans who have service-connected disabilities but who need treatment for 
non-service-connected disabilities. 

Another hospital and medical care recommendation designed to benefit veterans 
who have had the most arduous service would be a priority system of admissions 
to hospitals for non-service-connected disabilities with preference for combat 
and overseas service in wartime. Then, to make certain that a true picture is 
reflected at all times concerning the number of veterans who are unable to get 
into Veterans’ Administration hospitals point C calls for the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration to maintain records of all informal applications for treatment which 
have been denied, and to keep a waiting list that accurately reflects the number 
of both service-connected and non-service-connected veterans who have been 
delayed or denied admission for 5 days or more. 

The fourth point (D) deals with a sound veterans welfare program. It insists 
upon first consideration for veterans with service-connected disabilities, and that 
the rates of compensation be increased by 25 percent for disabilities which were 
incurred in combat and increased by 10 percent for disabilities which were in- 
curred during overseas service in time of war and that “expeditionary and cam- 
paign” services be classified as “wartime” service. Next to top consideration for 
veterans with service-connected disabilities comes a demand for a separate and 
more liberal pension program for the disabled and aging World War I veterans, 
together with an increase in the pension rates which now apply to all pensioners 
on the part IIT pension rolls. 

Point D also calls for the same pension treatment for widows of World War 
II and Korean veterans that is now extended to widows of World War I 
veterans or, in other words, to eliminate the requirement that a deceased veteran 
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must have had a degree of service-connected disability at the time of death, and 
to increase the income limitations which govern payment of pensions to veterans 
and widows who are otherwise qualified. Point D also would redefine “unem- 
ployability” to bring relief to many aged and disabled veterans who are pres- 
ently denied pensions because they are trying to earn a small supplemental 
income, and would amend the law so that the receipt of social security, old-age, 
and survivor benefit payments, as well as disability payments, would not affect 
the payment of pensions to veterans and/or dependents. Another important 
item calls for an increase of burial expenses from $150 to $300 and that funds 
received by a widow, including commercial life insurance, which are used to 
pay the veteran’s burial costs and debts would not be counted as income to deny 
payment of pension. 

Consideration is also given to employment matters under point D by calling 
for vigorous support and protection of veterans’ preference in Federal employ- 
ment and asking the Congress to set up an appeals procedure separate from the 
United States Civil Service Commission where the Commission would not be 
required to render a final decision upon some action that may have first been 
decided within the Commission. Last, but not least, point D expressed con- 
tinuing opposition to the general philosophy of the Bradley Pension Commission 
report, and particularly those recommendations which would undermine, or 
adversely affect, the welfare of veterans and/or their dependents. 

The fifth point (E) deals with recommendations to improve Government rela- 
tions where veterans are involved. It reaffirms a longstanding VFW demand 
for the establishment in the United States Senate of a standing Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs which would be comparable to the House Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs. It also calls for the creation of a Secretary of Veterans’ Affairs 
in the President’s Cabinet to make sure that the problems, programs, and costs 
affecting the Nation’s veterans and their dependents would have consideration 
at top levels of Government. 

Point E further demands support for veterans’ programs which are admin- 
istered by the Veterans’ Employment Service, Bureau of Veterans’ Reemploy- 
ment Rights, Bureau of Employment Security, State employment agencies, and 
the United States Civil Service Commission. It would give particular emphasis 
to the problem of older veterans which is under consideration by several divi- 
sions in the United States Department of Labor. In conclusion, the five-point 
program speaks out against the practice, from time to time, of the Bureau of 
the Budget in freezing, or withholding, funds for the use of the Veterans’ 
Administration which have been appropriated by the Congress. 

If present plans mature this five-point program will be officially presented to 
the 2d session of the 85th Congress, through the House Veterans’ Affairs Com- 
mittee, on February 4, 1958, by Commander in Chief Richard L. Roudebush. 
You are invited to discuss, distribute, and support this program among veterans, 
with the public, and especially with your United States Senators nad Repre- 
sentatives when you write or come in contact with them. 


FIVE-POINT PROGRAM OF TOP-PRIORITY OBJECTIVES OF THE 1957-58 NFW NATIONAL 


PROGRAM 
A. For greater national security 


1. Prompt development of a missile program worthy of the unquestioned 
superiority of American know-how and resources. 

2. Continued United States experimentation, research, development, and test- 
ing of atomic and hydrogen weapons until an acceptable system of international 
inspection and control is adopted. ’ 

3. Maintenance of the mightiest, most modern and scientific air, ground, and 
naval forces in the world, and reaffirming support for strong American merchant 
marine. 

4, Encouragement to top 10 percent of United States high-school graduates, 
through an incentive program of generous scholarships, to enroll in science- 
training courses, 

5. Continuing demand for a workable system of universal military training; 
encouraging American youth to aspire for training in the service academies of 
the United States; and active support of the National Guard and Reserve 
programs. 

6. Endorsing the Cordiner report and its implementing legislation (S. 2014 and 


H. R. 7574) to change and improve the method of computing basic pay for the 
armed services. 








2382 1958 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 


B. For a stronger foreign policy and a resolute Americanism 

1. Withdrawal of diplomatic recognition of Soviet Russia; cutting off free- 
world trade with Red China and the Soviet bloc of captive states; and active 
support for the anti-Communist underground movement behind the Iron Curtain. 

2. Continued opposition to United States participation in any form of world 
federation or government, including Atlantic Union; favoring exclusion of Red 
China and other Communist countries from the United Nations and the expulsion 
of such Communist countries as are now members of the United Nations. 

8. Reaffirming complete opposition to communism in all its forms, foreign or 
domestic; and renewing request that May 1 of each year be officially designated 
as Loyalty Day, with nationwide observance of such a day. 

4. Urging Congress to strengthen the Smith Act; eliminate subversive em- 
ployees from any agency of the Federal Government; and to empower the States 
to legislate against subversive activities within their borders. 

5. Vigorous condemnation of the tyranny and brutality imposed upon the 
Hungarian people; renegotiation of the status-of-forces treaties to prohibit 
trials of American servicemen by foreign courts; and prompt return of all Ameri- 
cans who are held as prisoners of war by foreign nations. 


C. For better hospitalization and medical care 

1. Construct additional hospital beds and launch program of selected hospital 
renovation in the Veterans’ Administration hospital system, based upon VF W 
survey and national encampment resolutions. 

2. Recommending salary increases for VA medical personnel comparable to 
the pay, allowances, and fringe benefits available to the medical personnel of the 
armed services and the Public Health Service. 

3. Increase average VA general medical and surgical bed-occupancy rate to not 
less than 95 percent, and provide outpatient treatment for disabled and aged 
part III pensioners, as well as veterans with service-connected disabilities who 
are in need of treatment for non-service-connected disabilities. 

4. Establish selective system of admissions to VA hospitals for non-service- 
connected disabilities based on length and type of military service with prefer- 
ences for combat and overseas service in wartime. 

5. Maintain specific VA records of all informal applications for hospital treat- 
ment which have been denied by the Veterans’ Administration, and a waiting 
list that accurately reflects the number of both service-connected and non-service- 
eonnected veterans who have been delayed or denied admission for 5 days or 


more. 


D. For a sound veterans’ welfare program 

1. Continuing demands for top consideration for veterans with service-con- 
nected disabilities, and that rates of compensation be increased by 25 percent for 
disabilities incurred in combat, and by 10 percent for disabilities incurred over- 
seas in time of war, and that “expeditionary and campaign” service be clas- 
sified as “wartime” service where compensation and other veteran benefits are 
involved. 

2. Adoption of a separate and liberalized pension program for the disabled 
and aging World War I veterans, with an increase in the pension rates applying 
to all pensioners on the part III pension rolls. 

3. Amend existing law to provide that widows of World War II and Korean 
veterans shall be eligible for pensions under the same requirements that apply 
to widows of World War I veterans, and increasing the income limitations 
which affect payment of pensions to otherwise qualified veterans and widows. 

4. Redefine “unemployability” to provide that half-time or less than half-time 
self-employment with less than half the usual remuneration, or other employment 
at less than the Federal minimum hourly rate of $1, should not be considered as 
“substantial gainful employment” to deny payment of pensions under the part 
IIT pension program, if said limited employment is due to disabilities and/or age. 

5. Amend existing legislation to provide that social-security old-age and sur- 
vivor benefit payments shall not be computed as income to deny pension payments 
to veterans and/or dependents and that social security disability payments shall 
not be reduced by reason of Veterans’ Administration death compensation and 
pension payments. 

6. Increasing reimbursement for burial expenses to $300, and that funds re- 
ceived by a widow, including commercial life insurance, which are expended to 
pay the debts of the deceased, as well as the cost of burial, shall not be considered 
as income to deny payment of pension. 





a 
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7. Continuing vigorous support and protection of veterans’ preference in Fed- 
eral employment, and requesting creation by the Congress of civil-service appeals 
procedure inidependent of the Civil Service Commission. 

8. Continuing opposition to the Bradley Pension Commission report and those 
recommendations which would curtail or adversely affect the welfare of veterans 
and/or their dependents. 

E. For improved government relations affecting veterans 

1. Establish in the United States Senate a standing Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs comparable to the standing Committee on Veterans’ Affairs in the House 
of Representatives. 

2. Provision for a Secretary of Veterans’ Affairs in the President’s Cabinet to 
insure proper recognition of the problems and programs for the Nation’s war 
veterans and their widows and orphans. 

3. Support the programs for veterans administered by the Veterans’ Employ- 
ment Service, Bureau of Veterans’ Reemployment Rights, Bureau of Employment 
Security, State employment agencies, and the United States Civil Service Com- 
mission, with particular emphasis on the problems of older veterans. 

4. Oppose freezing, or withholding, by the Bureau of the Budget, of funds for 
the Veterans’ Administration which have been appropriated by the Congress. 

Mr. Rovupesusu. A copy of this five-point program, together with a 
brief explanation, is included in a brochure which has been made 
available to each member of this committee. 

The five points of this program of top-priority objectives in the 
order of their listing are: (a) For greater national security; (6) 
for a stronger foreign policy and a resolute Americanism; (¢c) for 
better hospitalization and medical care; (d) for a sound veterans wel- 
fare program; and (e) for improved Government relations affecting 
veterans. 

I will not trespass upon the time of your committee to discuss in 
detail the many items under each of these points but may I express 
the hope that you will find time to give careful study and eonaidere? 
tion to each of these points and items because we believe they con- 
stitute a sound doctrine and reasonable program for the Congress. 

We recognize that this committee has no jurisdiction as a com- 
mittee over national security measures or foreign policy but we be- 
lieve that as individual Members of the Congress your voices are 
potent in these matters. 

During the remainder of my time before your committee I shall 
confine my discussion to a few of our important objectives over which 
this committee does have jurisdiction. Teale committee was respon- 
sible for several important measures being favorably reported in the 
first session. Several of these reported measures won the approval of 
the House of Representatives. 

Most important of these measures which also cleared the Senate 
and obtained the approval of the President is a bill now identified as 
Public Law 85-168, to increase by 10 percent or more the rates of 
compensation payable to veterans with service-connected disabilities. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars is grateful, and we know the service- 
disabled veterans of this country are grateful, for this increase in 
compensation and we applaud the initiative of this committee which 
gave birth to the legislation. We now suggest as the next approach to 
jiberalizing compensation payments, a premium of 25 percent extra 
for disabilities incurred in combat. 

We strongly supported the liberalization of the direct loan pro- 
gram for veterans housing in small towns and rural areas and shared 
the disappointment of many Members of Congress when the chair- 
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man’s bill, H. R. 4602, was vetoed after winning approval by both 
House and Senate. We hope, Mr. Chairman, that the new direct 
loan bill which you have introduced in this session, H. R. 9729, will 
again win the approval of the House and Senate and, in addition, the 
approval of the Chief Executive. 

The home loan program for veterans has reached a low ebb and 
we take hope from the change in attitude of the Federal Reserve 
Board that there may be a strong comback in the veterans home loan 
program by late spring or early summer. 

The VFW supported and was gratified over congressional and 
White House approval in the first session of Public Law 85-56 which 
codified many laws relating to compensation, pension, and hospitaliza- 
tion. We are also supporting and strongly favor the chairman’s cur- 
rent bill, H. R. 9700, to further codify and compile veteran benefits 
laws on which hearings have already been held with excellent chances 
of congressional and White House approval during the second ses- 
sion. This codification will result in a more flexible and useful com- 
pilation of laws which will save much time and research for those 
who are concerned with such legislation. 

The VFW supported the bill, H. R, 358, to increase pensions pay- 
able to the aging widows of the Spanish-American War veterans. 
We were disappointed when the Senate delayed concurrence in House 
approval of this measure in the first session and we shall urge the 
Senate to act favorably upon this bill in the second session to bring 
a measure of relief and justice to these elderly widows. 

At this point may I also express the keen concern of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars over an inequity which exists in the pension pro- 
grams affecting widows and orphans of World War I, World War II 
and Korea. Many of these younger widows with sub-teen and teen- 
age children are unable to accept full-time employment and, con- 
sequently, need the supplemental help of the pension to provide a 
reasonable standard of living for themselves and their children. 

The VFW continues its recommendation for a separate and liber- 
alized pension program for the disabled and aging World War I 
veterans, together with modest increases in the pension rates apply- 
ing to all pensioners on the part III pension rolls. 

It is the position of the Veterans of Foreign Wars—which has 
been presented in detail to this committee on many occasions—that 
the aging group of World War I veterans will be the last group of 
veterans who will need extensive nonservice connected pension 
assistance. 

With the exception of a small percentage of World War II and 
Korean veterans who became disabled before reaching their normal 
retirement age, the expansion of social security and private-pension 
programs will make it unnecessary to provide future veterans pen- 
sions for those veterans who today are under 50 years of age. As 
long as a modest income limitation is made as a condition for the 
payment of pensions we anticipate the present veterans pension pro- 
gram ,as we know it, will fade out within the next 20 years. 

We plead, however, for justice now for the hundreds of thousands 
of aging World War I veterans who do not have adequate coverage 
under social security or private pension or retirement programs and 
who must depend either upon a traditional veterans pension or be 
subject to the public assistance rolls or private charity. 
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The budget estimate for fiscal 1959, submitted by the White House 
for the Veterans’ Administration, at first examination, seems to be 
in line, and slightly more generous, than the budget estimate for fiscal 
1958. 

However, it is the belief of the Veterans of Foreign Wars that there 
are inadequacies in this proposed budget. First, while the estimate for 
inpatient care is slightly in excess of the appropriation for last year, 
it may actually result in a reduction of hospitalization and medical 
care for veterans in the coming years. 

No allowances was made for the increasing costs of hospitalization 
and the strong possibility of necessary and substantial salary increases 
for the medical and technical personnel of the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion. The payroll represents a big percentage of the hospital budget. 
The inpatient budget estimate not only fails to take into consideration 
increasing costs but it also neglects the increasing number of veterans 
who need medical treatment and the possibility of a Presidential Ex- 
ecutive order establishing a ceiling of 125,000 VA hospital beds. 

While we do not agree that 125,000 beds is an ample ceiling, it would 
be a sound step in the right direction, giving the Administrator a defi- 
nite yardstick of bed measurement instead of the present off and on 
system. 

The most distressing inadequacy in the VA budget is the estimate 
for hospital construction which has dropped from last year’s figure of 
over $43 million to a little more than $9 million for fiscal 1959. This 
hospital construction item is in direct contrast to item No. 1, under 
point C—For Better Hospitalization and Medical Care” in the VF W 
5-point program. 

In that item we asked for the construction of additional hospital 
beds and the launching of a program of selected hospital renovation in 
the Veterans’ Administration hospital system. If memory serves me 
correctly renovation and repair has also been a subject of prime concern 
to the chairman of this committee. 

I know from personal observation, Mr. Chairman, of the great need 
of repairs and renovation of existing Veterans’ Administration hos- 
pitals after visting 35 of these facilities in the past 6 months. It is 
also noted that the item for outpatient care for fiscal 1959 has been 
reduced by more than $3 million below the appropriation for fiscal 
1958. We believe the need for outpatient treatment will be even 
greater in the coming year than it was last year. 

The Veterans of Foreign Wars, in its five-point program, urges an 
increase in the average bed occupancy rate of Veterans’ Administration 
general medical and surgical beds to not less than 95 percent to gain 
additional bed usage, and to provide outpatient treatment for disabled 
and aged part III pensioners which will release and make available 
more beds for veterans who require actual hospitalization. We also 
recommend a selective system of admissions to VA hospitals for non- 
service-connected disabilities which would be based on length and type 
of military service with preference for combat and overseas service in 
wartime. 

We recognize neither this committee nor the House of Representa- 
tives has jurisdiction over the organization of the United States 
Senate but I cannot resist pointing out that one of the top VFW 
objectives for several years has been to persuade the Senate to estab- 
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lish a standing Senate Committee on Veterans’ Affairs with jurisdic- 
tion and duties comparable to this fine House committee. 

We believe the establishment of such a committee would result in 
a more harmonious relationship between the Senate and veterans and 
would result in closer cooperation between the House and Senate 
on veteran matters. In addition, it would go a long way toward elim- 
inating general “criticism of the Congress” over failure to enact 
vitally needed veterans legislation in any one session of Congress. 

All too frequently most of us use the broad term of “Congress” 
when we are aggravated over failure to enact needed legislation that 
has made some progress in one or the other of the congressional 
branches. 

The evidence is clear that the responsibility for failure to enact 
some needed veteran legislation in recent years has rested primarily on 
the doorstep of the Senate but all too often in complaining about this 
failure we refer to “Congress” rather than pinpointing the Senate, 
and giving credit to this committee and the House of Representatives 
for having met their responsibilities. 

We also believe there should be provision for a Secretary of Veter- 
ans’ Affairs in the President’s Cabinet to insure top-level recognition 
of the problems and programs for the Nation’s war veterans and their 
widows and orphans. 

We strongly suspect that in the past the Administrator of Veterans’ 
Affairs has rarely had an opportunity to present his agency’s side of 
the story to the President and the Cabinet. 


Consequently, we believe that adverse decisions are reached con- 


cerning the veterans’ benefits program with an inadequate understand- 
ing of the subject. 

As stated earlier, it is not my intention to discuss all aspects of our 
legislative program. There are many objectives other than those 
which I have discussed and which are not included in the five-point 
program. 

At this time, with your consent, I would like to submit for the 
record a detailed digest of the current legislative program of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars as determined by our last national convention, 
our national council of administration, and our national legislative 
committee. 

The Cratrman. Without objection, it will be placed in the record 
at this point. 
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(The information follows:) 


VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES 
NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE SERVICE 


WASHINGTON, D. C. 


DIGEST OF RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE 58TH NATIONAL ENCAMPMENT, 
VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES, AT MIAMI BBACH, 
FLA., AUGUST 25-30, 1957 

Americanism and community service. 

National security, national and foreign affairs. 

Veterans’ rights programs: 

(a) Compensation. 

Pension. 


) 
) Hospital, medical and domiciliary care, and facilities. 
) Soldier memorials, cemeteries, and burials. 
) GI insurance and social security. 
) Education and training. 
GI loans. 
(h) Employment and civil service. 
Veterans’ Administration affairs. 
Miscellaneous. 


(Notr.—Resolutions relating to VFW internal affairs are not listed. Information on 
such resolutions may be obtained from the adjutant general, Kansas City office.) 


AMERICANISM AND COMMUNITY SERVICE 


1. Requesting the establishment of a John J. Pershing Memorial Park 
(Resolution 170). 

2. Expressing opposition to United States participation in any and all forms 
of world federation or government, including Atlantic union; and continuing 
an unabated campaign against world government agitation and propaganda in 
the United States (Resolution 177). 

3. Reaffirming our complete opposition to communism in all its forms, foreign 
or domestic (Resolution 178). 

4. To alert all members to the dangers of bigotry (Resolution 181). 

5. Favoring legislation to prohibit mailing of subversive literature (Resolu- 
tion 182). 

6. Urging the Department of Justice to renew the vigorous prosecution of the 
Communists for violation of the Smith Act and other laws of the United States 
(Resolution 183). 

7. Urging that the flag code be made more specific pertaining to the disposal 
of damaged or worn American flags (Resolution 184). 

8. Favoring proper observance of Veterans’ Day (Resolution 187). 

9. To memorialize Congress in opposition to any change in the time of com- 
memoration of Memorial Day from May 30 (Resolution 191). 

10. To exert every effort to have the date of Armed Forces Day changed to 
some other day so as not to conflict with the proper observance of Memorial 
Day (Resolution 192). 

11. Proposing that the Attorney General of the United States publish more 
details of those organizations found to be subversive (Resolution 193). 

12. Condemning the publication and sale of “sex books and magazines” 
(Resolution 194). 

13. Calling on certain educational groups to examine background of pub- 
lishers: of schoolbooks and eliminate those with communistic leanings or other 
ideologies subversive to the American way of life (Resolution 196). 

14. To designate May 1 as Loyalty Day and urging the issuance of commemo- 
rative postage stamp (Resolution 198-138, 1st part). 

15. Urging amendments to strengthen Smith Act in light of court decisions 
and increased activities of Communist Party (Resolution 199). 

16. Recommending that the annual observance of George Washington’s Birth- 
day be held on February 21, 22 and 23, 1958, in Alexandria, Va. (Resolution 200). 

17. Urging Congress (a) to protect the secrecy of FBI files; (0) eliminate 
subversive employees from nonsensitive agencies; and (c) empower the States 
to legislate against subversive activities within their borders (Resolution 201). 

18. Urging that all VFW posts endeavor to halt the practice in their communi- 
ties of flying the American flag in direct violation of the Federal flag code, sec- 
tion 3M (Resolution 202). 

19. Recommending continuance of VFW support of the CARE bookshelf 
program and people to people diplomacy (Resolution 261). 
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NATIONAL SECURITY, NATIONAL AND FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


1. Rescinding of status-of-forces treaties (Resolution 134). 

2. Relating to the Japanese trial of William Girard (Resolution 135). 

3. Favoring return of all United States prisoners of war (Resolution 137). 

4. Urging issuance of postage stamps commemorating 59th anniversary of 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States (Resolution 138). 

5. To reaffirm support of American merchant marine (Resolution 140). 

6. Condemning crimes perpetrated on Hungarian people (Resolution 141). 

7. Supporting universal military training (Resolution 142). 

8. Opposing admission of Red China to United Nations and relaxing of trade 
barriers with that government (Resolution 144-136). 

9. Advocating certain actions for the safety of the United States of America 
(Resolution 145). 

10. Reaffirming our support of the acreage limitation in the reclamation law 
(Resolution 149). 

11. Supporting a strong naval arm in the Department of Defense (Resolution 
150). 

12. Opposing the establishment of a military general staff (Resolution 152). 

13. To continue full combat-ready Marine Corps (Resolution 153). 

14. Supporting the passage of legislation creating a veterans or little man’s 
RFC (Resolution 155). 

15. Endorsing efforts to make a permanent shrine of the battleship Arizona 
(Resolution 158). 

16. Supporting the investigation of the repatriation of prisoners of war 
(Resolution 160). 

17. To oppose changing the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier (Resolution 162). 

18. Protesting religious discrimination against the members of our Armed 
Forces, not only in Saudi Arabia, but on any military base in the world (Resolu- 
tion 166). 

19. Advocating continuation of atomic bomb tests and atomic research (Reso- 
lutions 168-173). 

20. Endorsing legislation to change the method of computing basic pay for 
members of uniformed services, as contained in S. 2014 and H. R. 7574, and 
endorsing the Cordiner report (Resolution 169—NatlLegisCom). 

21. Endorsing pay raises for Armed Forces technicians (Resolution 171). 

22. Protesting release of Col. Joachim Pieper (Resolution 172). 

23. Relating to dependents of security forces personnel (Resolution 174). 

24. Endorsing statehood for the Territories of Alaska and Hawaii (Resolu- 
tion 246). 

25. Favoring exclusion of Communist countries from United Nations (Resolu- 
tion 247). 

26. Favoring withdrawal of recognition of Russia (Resolution 248). 

27. Endorsing stand of American Bar Association in combating communism 
(Resolution 249). 

28. Endorsing report of Commission on Government Security to review the 
various Federal security programs, excepting any which might tend to weaken 
the Veterans Preference Act of 1944 (Resolution 258). 

29. Providing adequate and sufficient funds to insure the citizens of the 
United States of America that they will be protected by the strongest, mightest, 
most modern and scientific air force, ground force, and navy in the world (Reso- 
lutions 268-275). 

30. Enlargement of Arlington National Cemetery (Resolution 270). 

31. Recommending economic sanctions against Soviet Russia (Resolution 271). 

32. To provide incentive benefits for military personnel located at remote 
stations (Resolution 272). 

33. Encouraging the youth of our Nation to train in the service academies of 
the United States (Resolution 273). 

34. Recommending amending the Code of Military Justice to give the military 
jurisdiction of dependents of military personnel and United States civilians em- 
ployed by the military while stationed abroad (Resolution 274). 


COMPENSATION PROGRAM 


1. Urging the enactment of legislation amending the Veterans’ Administration 
compensation program : 
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(a) Rates of compensation under laws administered by the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration should be increased by 25 percent for disability due to combat, and by 
10 percent for noncombat disability incurred overseas in time of war. 

(b) “Expeditionary and campaign” service should be classified as ‘‘wartime” 
service for compensation and other disability benefit purposes. 

(c) Where disability, including aggravation, has been attributed to combat 
or overseas service in time of war, such service connection having been in effect 
10 years (or longer), it shall not be severed except when the basic rating was 
based on fraud or on the service records of some other veteran. 

(d) Psychoses manifested within 5 years after release from active duty fol- 
lowing combat-service experience, shall be presumed to be service-incurred for 
compensation purposes except when there is clear and unmistakable evidence of 
an intervening cause. 

(e) Disability, the result of unauthorized in-service handling of duds, should 
be compensable (without regard to line of duty). 

(f) In any case wherein the service department concerned does not positively 
eertify ‘‘not-in-line-of-duty,’ death during service should be presumed to have 
been “line-of-duty” for compensation purposes. 

(g) Eligibility to dependency and indemnity compensation should not be pre- 
cluded in any case because Government life insurance therein was in force at 
time of death by virtue of waiver of premiums under section 622, of the National 
Life Insurance Act, as amended. 

(h) As to service-connected deaths prior to January 1, 1957, the right to re- 
election as between death compensation and dependency and indemnity com- 
pensation shouid not be restricted. 

(4) The criteria for a parent to establish eligibility to dependency and in- 
demnity compensation shall be changed from the present Public Law 881 
“income” provision to the dependency criteria established for death compensa- 
tion under prior laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration. 

(j) Death compensation rates under laws administered by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration should be increased. 

(k) The provision of section 265, Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (as 
added by Public Law 676, 84th Cong.), whereby election to receive lump-sum 
readjustment payment denies right to receive VA disability compensation 
(except under the basis of subsequent service) and should be amended to pro- 
vide that VA disability compensation to which the veteran is otherwise entitled 
shall be payable subsequent to offset or recoupment of the readjustment pay in 
accordance with the current rule applicable to military disability severance pay 
awarded under the provisions of the Career Compensation Act (Resolution 2). 

2. To increase presumptive period to establish service connection for chronic 
diseases (Resolution 57). 

3. Providing that any injury sustained in line of duty as the result of an 
instrumentality of war, at any time, shall warrant payment of the wartime 
rates of disability and death compensation under laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration (Resolution 75). 

4. For compensation purposes, where service department fails to certify 
veteran’s death as due to willful misconduct, Veterans’ Administration should 
be bound by finding of service department (Resolution 105). 

5. Favoring legislation that service in islands of Jolo and Mindanao from 
1902 to 19138 be made campaign service (Resolution 118). 

6. Seeking increase in compensation for disabled veterans (Resolution 129- 
106). 

7. Endorsing compensation to members and former members of the uniformed 
services who were prisoners of war, as proposed in S. 1994 (Resolution 130). 


PENSION PROGRAM 


1. To establish a pension program for World War I veterans as follows: 

(a) World War I veterans who were discharged under conditions other than 
dishonorable after a minimum of 90 days of service, and those discharged for 
disability incurred in line of duty in less than 90 days, are eligible. 

(b) If the veteran is 62 years of age, or older, he shall be eligible to a pension 
of not less than $100 per month. 

(c) If the veteran is under 62 years of age, in order to receive the $100 per 
month, he must have a permanent disability, not the result of his own miscon- 
duct or vicious habits, rated by the Veterans’ Administration to be 10 percent 
or more. 








2390 1958 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 


(d) If the veteran served outside of the continental limits of the United States 
for a period of 30 days or more, during World War I, the pension shall be in- 
creased by 20 percent. 

(e) If the veteran is, or becomes, helpless or blind—or so nearly helpless or 
blind as to require the regular aid and attendance of another person—an extra 
$50 per month shall be added to the pension. 

(f) All pensions payable under this bill are subject to an income limitation. 
Pension will not be paid to a veteran without dependents whose annual income 
exceeds $2,400, or to a veteran with dependents whose annual income exceeds 
$3,600 (Resolution 3). 

2. Favoring enactment of legislation covering the following Veterans’ Admin- 
istration pension and burial program : 

(a) Laws administered by the Veterans’ Administration should be amended 
to include “campaign and expeditionary service” as equivalent to wartime serv- 
ice for pension and burial allowance purposes. 

(6) Pension available under laws administered by the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration should not be denied by reason of the amount of OASI benefits payable 
in the individual case. 

(c) Employment, including the operation of own farm or business, at less 
than half the usual hours or less than half the usual remuneration, or employ- 
ment at less than the $1 per hour minimum wage rate required by Federal law, 
should not be considered to be “substantial gainful employment” for part III 
program, if the inability to secure or retain better employment is due to dis- 
abilities. 

(d@) In determining annual income for part III and death-pension purposes, 
“all or any portion of any retirement pay, pension, or annuity, the receipt of 
which has been waived and which is not recoverable’ should not be considered 
as provided by H. R. 3225, 85th Congress. 

(e) For part III pension purposes, any individual should “be deemed to be 
permanently and totally disabled for the purpose of this part during all periods 
of hospitalization for active tuberculosis.” 

(f) No eligible veteran should be denied part III pension because his per- 
manent and total disability is the result in whole or in part of any particular 
contagious or infectious disease. 

(g) Funds received by a widow, including commercial life insurance, shall 
not be considered income for pension purposes to the extent of the amount such 
funds are expended by the widow to pay the veteran’s debts, including the cost 
of his burial. 

(h) Reimbursement of burial expenses by the Veterans’ Administration should 
be increased from the present $150 to not less than $200. 

(i) Pension income limitations under laws administered by the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration should be increased from $1,400 to $2,400, and $2,700 to $3,600. 

(j) The requirement of service-connected disability at time of death now 
applicable to World War II and Korean service claims should be eliminated as 
it has been in claims based on World War I service. 

(k) Increase in the rates of part III and death pension under present laws 
should be granted (Resolution 4). 

3. Reaffirming position on President’s Commission on Veterans Pensions 
(Resolution 6). 

4. Opposing adoption of H. R. 64, reduction of Veterans’ Administration pen- 
sion while patient is in Veterans’ Administration hospital or State home (Reso- 
lution 53-71). 

5%. Increase ceiling limitation on widows’ earned income as proposed in H. R. 
406, 85th Congress (Resolution 77). 

6. Urging a double-income exemption for all veterans who have a total dis- 
ability rating (Resolution 89). 

7. Seeking legislation to have pension paid retroactively to date of admission 
to hospital in cases involving tuberculosis which are eventually rated permanent 
(Resolution 115). 

8. Favoring amendment to rating schedule to provide permanent and total 
disability shall exist when veteran is unable to obtain employment because of 
advanced age (Resolution 116). 
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HOSPITAL, MEDICAL AND DOMICILIARY CARE, AND FACILITIES 


1. Favoring certain recommdations pertaining to the hospital and medical 
program administered by the Veterans’ Administration : 

(a) Entitlement to hospitalization by the Veterans’ Administration, including 
domiciliary care, should be more nearly in proportion to length and type of 
service, with preference on admission in favor of combat, expeditionary, cam- 
paigh, and wartime overseas veterans for nonservice-connected disability, next 
only to service-connected cases. 

(b) Campaign and expeditionary veterans should be reinstated to eligibility 
to hospitalization and domiciliary care for nonservice-connected disabilities, as 
heretofore provided by section 202 (10) of the World War Veterans Act. 

(c) The Veterans’ Administration should be encouraged and assisted in op- 
posing as entirely too restrictive a formula now being proposed whereby G. M. 
and §S. cases would be considered able to pay when income for a single veteran 
is $3,500 per year, $5,000 for one with dependents, or a net worth of $15,000, or 
any similar restrictive criterion of ability to pay. 

(@) The Veterans’ Administration should make fully effective its policy of 
authorizing immediate hospital admission of acutely ill veterans. 

(e) The Veterans’ Administration should be required to maintain a more 
accurate and up-to-date waiting list of applicants for hospitalization. 

(f) The Veterans’ Administration should be encouraged and assisted in the 
expansion of its geriatric program. 

(g) Veterans’ Administration outpatient clinics should be made available, so 
far as practicable, for the treatment of part III pensioners and for the treat- 
ment of non-service-connected disabilities in the cases of veterans seriously dis- 
abled as the result of service-incurred disability. 

(h) No veteran appreciably disabled, depending upon the receipt of disability 
compensation, in whole or in part, for his livelihood, should be denied recurring 
treatment for service-connected dental conditions. 

(4) The 1-year dental presumption of service connection should be reinstated 
for combat, campaign, and wartime overseas veterans, with no limit on the time 
within which to file application for dental treatment, and if treatment or dental 
appliances must of necessity include non-service-connected dental conditions, the 
Veterans’ Administration shall be responsible on a pro rata basis for the service- 
connected condition only (H. R. 2172, 85th Cong.) 

(j) Vigorous and continuous opposition to any recommendations against hos- 
pitalization of non-service-connected disabled veterans to personally pay for 
necessary care and treatment made by the American Medical Association or any 
other organization. 

(k) An average G. M. and S. bed occupancy rate of not less than 95 percent. 
This proposed occupancy rate compares to 89 percent for the first 8 months of 
the 1957 fiscal year, 88 percent for the 1956 fiscal year, and 87 percent for the 
1955 fiscal year. (Resolution 1.) 

2. Urging legislation to authorize outpatient treatment for pensioners (Reso- 
lution 103). 

3. Condemning signing of pauper’s oath as prerequisite to receiving treatment 
at Veterans’ Administration facility (Resolution 86). 

4, Endorsing increase in salaries of Veterans’ Administration medical per- 
sonnel as proposed in H. R. 6719, 85th Congress (Resolution 269). 

5. To sponsor and support legislation recognizing chiropractic treatment 
(Resolution 23). 

6. To amend Dependents’ Medical Care Act to provide that periods of active 
duty for training shall be taken into account in determining qualification for 
benefits thereunder (Resolution 29). 

7. Favoring optical and dental outpatient treatment for older veterans re- 
ceiving pension for 1 year or more (Resolution 72). 

8. Urging that the Veterans’ Administration pay transportation expense of 
certain veterans who are transferred from one Veterans’ Administration hospital 
to another (Resolution 93). 

9. Requesting more beds for the increasing number of aging veterans (Reso- 
lution 110). 

10. Requesting legislation to provide for record of all informal applications 
for hospital treatment denied by VA (Resolution 111). 
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11. Protesting removal of Letterman Army Hospital from Presidio of San 
Francisco (Resolution 41). 

12. To establish additional VA hospital in northern part of California (Reso- 
lution 42). 

13. Favoring Federal financial assistance to State veterans homes (Reso- 
lution 43). 

14. To establish new VA hospital in or near Sacramento (Resolution 44). 

15. Favoring addition to Oakland, Calif., VA Hospital (Resolution 47). 

16. To rename Fresno VA Hospital “B. W. Gearhart Veteran Hospital” 
(Resolution 48). 

17. To build chapel on grounds of San Francisco VA Hospital (Resolution 50). 

18. Requesting that Fort Logan be made a VA domiciliary (Resolution 55). 

19. Favoring construction of new VA hospital in District of Columbia area 
(Resolution 60). 

20. Urging Congress survey need for expanded hospital facilities for veterans 
in Atlanta (Resolution 63). 

21. Urging United States Hospital No. 4036, Fort Harrison, Mont., be 
modernized (Resolution 84). 

22. Favoring construction of VA hospital in Queens County, N. Y. (Resolution 
96). 

23. Favoring establishment of a VA hospital for mental diseases in Rhode 
Island (Resolution 123). 

24. Favoring construction of a VA hospital in Nashville, Tenn. (Resolution 
125). 

25. Opposing the curtailment of reconstruction program for VA hospital in 
Coatesville, Pa. (Resolution 131). 

26. Favoring additional hospital beds in Florida (Resolution 250). 

27. Urging the erection of a psychiatric VA hospital in Gainesville, Fla. 
(Resolution 253). 

28. Protesting the closing of the Corona Naval Hospital at Corona, Calif. 
(Resolution 256). 

29. Seeking adequate Veterans’ Administration hospital facilities (Resolution 
277). 

30. Urging the establishment of a veterans hospital facility in southern Nevada 
(Resolution 91). 


SOLDIER MEMORIALS, CEMETERIES, AND BURIALS 


1. Favoring burial allowance be increased to $300 (Resolution 76). 

2. To establish a national cemetery in the State of Arizona (Resolution 30). 

3. To establish national cemetery at Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, Calif. 
(Resolution 45). 

4. To establish new national cemetery in Los Angeles area (Resolution 46). 

5. To establish a national cemetery in Massachusetts (Resolution 79). 

6. Favoring the enlargement of the national cemetery in Beverly, N. J. 
(Resolution 92). 

7. Favoring establishment of a national cemetery in Rhode Island (Resolution 
122). 

8. Favoring establishment of a national cemetery in Wisconsin (Resolution 
127). 


GI INSURANCE AND SOCIAL SECURITY 


1. Recommending amendments to Social Security Act to (a) provide that 
benefits administered by VA will not be offset by any social-security benefits ; 
(b) extend period for filing claim under section 216 to July 1958, and eliminating 
disability compensation as a periodic benefit under section 224 (Resolution 7). 

2. To amend the National Service Life Insurance Act of 1940 and United 
States Government life-insurance provisions, and opposing separation of the 
present insurance program from the VA (Resoltuions 9, 58, 69). 

3. Urging establishment of a constant and an even rate for war-risk term 
insurance payments at age 60 and upwards (Resolution 80). 

4. Favoring readjustment benefits for those who serve as long as we have 
involuntary military service (Resolution 81). 

5. Establishing a maximum premium rate for national service life insurance 
policyholders who reach age 60 (Resolution 87). 

6. Approving pending bills permitting renewal of lapsed national service life 
insurance policies (Resolution 94). 
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7. Opposing combining of Veterans’ Administration benefits with social- 
security benefits (Resolution 104). 

8. Urging reinstatement of national service life-insurance policies for certain 
veterans (Resolution 107). 

9. Seeking court test on constitutionality of section 224 (A) of Social Se- 
curity Act (Resolution 133). 

10. To amend Public Law 880, 84th Congress, whereby under the disability 
section a veteran who has been found totally disabled by the VA shall have 
this finding honored by the Social Security Administration, who shall be pre- 
cluded from the necessity of another independent determination of total dis- 
ability (Resolution 257). 

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


1, Seeking legislation as follows: 

(a) Education benefits for children of war veterans who are totally and 
permanently disabled because of service-connected disabilities, or who have a 
service-connected disability of such severity as to preclude his participation in 
any of the training programs provided by Federal laws for war veterans. 

(b) An amendment to Public Law 634, 84th Congress, making surviving chil- 
dren of war veterans, who died as a result (cause or contributory cause) of 
disease or injury incurred in or aggravated by military service and for which 
compensation at wartime rates or dependency and indemnity compensation is 
payable, eligible for education assistance benefits. 

(c) A provision to make it mandatory that additional service connection be 
granted any veteran who, while training under the provisions of Public Law 16 
or Public Law 894, suffers additional disability as a result of carrying out the 
recommendations of a training instructor or a training officer and with the 
further provision that any veteran qualifying under this law whose disability 
was incurred prior thereto, shall be entitled to consideration under this act, 
if the claim is filed within 2 years from the date of enactment. 

(d) A provision to make vocational rehabilitation a permanent program, 
provided that a 30 percent degree of disability shall be a minimum require- 
ment for entitlement in peacetime cases: And provided further, That subsist- 
ence rates payable in peacetime cases shall be 80 percent of those payable in 
wartime cases. 

(e) A provision to extend education and training benefits to veterans who 
first entered service after January 31, 1955, and prior to termination of the 
present program of involuntary military service. 

(f) A povision to extend the deadline date for completion of training under 
Public Law 16, 78th Congress. 

(g) Increases in rates of benefits under Public Laws 16, 78th Congress; 894, 
81st Congress ; 550, 82d Congress ; and 634, 84th Congress, in accordance with the 
general increase in the cost of living and cost of education (Resolution 10). 

2. Endorsing Department of Labor’s Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training 
Program (Resolution 19). 


GI LOANS 


1. Suporting legislation to expand and strengthen the GI loan program: 

(a) Extension to July 25, 1962, of the authority to make, guarantee, and 
insure loans under title III of the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1944, as 
amended ; 

(b) Extension to June 30, 1962, of the direct-loan program, and provision 
for the necessary funds; 

(c) The extension of eligiblity to all unremarried widows regardless of whether 
the death of the veteran was caused by a service-connected disability ; 

(d) Extension of home loan provisions of the Servicemen’s Readjustment 
Act of 1944 to veterans of World War I and their widows; 

(e) That the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs shall not refer any direct 
loan application received by him to the voluntary home mortgage credit program, 
or to any similar group or agency, prior to the approval or rejection of such 
direct loan application by the Administrator ; 

(f) That the service charge currently authorized lending organizations by 
the Veterans’ Administration with respect to any GI loans shall be prohibited 
by regulation or by legislation ; 

(g) That the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the Uinted States vigorously 
oppose any legislation to increase the present interest rate of 4% to 5 percent 
or higher; 
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(hi) Expansion of the Veterans’ Administration direct loan program in all 
areas where private funds for guaranteed loans are not adequate or totally 
unavailable, and increase of the maximum direct loan from $10,000 to $13,500 
(H. R. 4602, 85th Cong.). Further consideration of the proposal to use part of 
the national service life insurance reserve funds, with proper safeguards, for 
direct loans (Resolution 13). 

2. Requesting consideration for direct government mortgage loans for GI 
housing (Resolution 38). 

3. Opposing practice of hiring contractors as GI building inspectors (Resolu- 
tion 49). 

EMPLOYMENT AND CIVIL SERVICE 


1. Supporting legislation to amend Veterans’ Preference Act of 1944, as 
follows: 

(a) To create a separate and independent agency of Government for the 
conducting of oral hearings for veterans who have received adverse actions from 
their agencies. 

(b) To require that retroactive salary ordered paid as a result of reinstate- 
ment or restoration to duty by administrative or court action must be paid out 
of current appropriations for the department or agency concerned. 

(c) To establish penalties for failing to comply with certain recommenda- 
tions of the Civil Service Commission. 

(d) To provide preference in reductions in force for those persons who have 
been awarded the Congressional Medal of Honor, the Distinguished Service 
Cross, or the Navy Cross. 

(e) Requiring that a copy of the reasons given by an agency for passing 
over a veteran shall be transmitted to the veteran involved. 

(f) Requiring that the appeal of a veteran be processed under the provisions 
of Public Law 404, the Administrative Procedures Act, wherever applicable 
(Resolution 11). 

2. To strengthen veterans employment in civil service (Resolution 12). 

3. Supporting President’s Committee on Employment of the Physically Handi- 
capped (Resolution 14). 

4. Supporting additional appropriations for the Bureau of Veterans’ Reem- 
ployment Rights (Resolution 15). 

5. Supporting educational program of public to promote jobs for older veterans 
(Resolution 18). 

6. Providing sufficient funds for the Veterans’ Employment Service, Bureau of 
Employment Security, and State employment security agencies (Resolution 20). 

7. Favoring certain policies of the United States Civil Service Commission in 
the fields of personnel administration, public relations, and in the enforcement 
of a strong and impartial merit system (Resolution 22). 

8. Endorsing legislation to increase postal employees’ pay (Resolution 54). 

9. To amend Career Compensation Act of 1949 to include members of the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey (Resolution 59). 

10. Commending civil service for job clinics and counseling conferences (Res- 
olution 62). 

11. Favoring lowering of retirement age of Postal Department employees who 
served in World War II (Resolution 70). 

12. Favoring exemptions for disabled veterans under Internal Revenue Code 
(Resolution 83). 

13. Opposing H. R. 8750, 85th Congress, which proposes to take away or 
nullify many of the provisions of the Veterans’ Preference Act as recommended 
by the Hoover Commission (Resolution 262). 

14. Amending the Performance Rating Act of 1950 by abolishing statutory 
performance rating board and substituting Civil Service Commission to review 
case on its merits (Resolution 263). 

15. Reaffirming support of H. R. 7533, to provide for payments of unemploy- 
ment compensation to veterans discharged after 1957 (Resolution 266). 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION AFFAIRS 


1. Favoring changes in the administration of the Veterans’ Administration 
(Resolution 8). 

2. Favoring practicable procedure for examination and rating of impaired 
hearing claims (Resolution 35). 

3. Recommending revision of procedure of regulation 5-14 of VA Manual 3—5 
concerning lost folders (Resolution 36). 
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4. Seeking investigation of VA service to veterans in San Diego area (Reso- 
lution 37). 

5. Opposing any cuts in VA budget (Resolution 40). 

6. Favoring supervision of VA actions and decisions by congressional review 
but opposing any judicial review (Resolution 61). 

7. To endeavor to have Extension 2a, 1945 Rating Schedule modified to pro- 
vide veteran is totally disabled upon first day of treatment in hospital for 
service-connected disability (Resolution 117). 

8. Urging certain changes in rating procedure affecting traumatic arthritis 
(Resolution 119). 

9. Urging the VA permit inspection of out-patient treatment file by accredited 
representatives (Resolution 120). 


MISCELLANEOUS 


1. Establishing Veterans’ Affairs Committee in United States Senate (Reso- 
lution 5). 

2. Opposing benefits for Chinese veterans ( Resolution 24). 

8. To equalize retirement benefits for armed services personnel (Resolution 27). 

4. Opposing benefits on basis of military rank (Resolution 109). 

5. Favoring Federal bonus for veterans of World War II and Korean conflict 
(Resolution 121). 

6. Endorsing Arthritis and Rheumatism Foundation (Resolution 238). 

7. To continue support and cooperation to multiple sclerosis campaign (Reso- 
lution 239). 

8. To seek citation for Alfred C. Petty to accompany his Distinguished Service 
Cross (Resolution 240). 

9. Protesting practice of euthanasia (Resolution 241). 

10. Calling for a return to the traditional consideration for those who have 
defended our Nation (Resolution 259). 

. Recognition of outstanding service of Sheriff O. B. Carter, Dr. C. W. Clark, 
Dn 7G. W. Dix, and Dr. S. E. Carter, of Louisiana, in time of great need during 
hurricane Audrey on June 27, 1957 (Resolution 260). 

12. Opposing pay-as-you-see TV (Resolution 265). 

13. Expressing appreciation of the Veterans of Foreign Wars to Adm. Arleigh 
A. Burke and Gen. Randolph McC. Pate (Resolution 276). 

14. In commemoration of Edward K. Inman (Resolution 179). 

15. To strengthen the Federal judiciary by the creation of more judgeships 
in the Federal system (Resolution 280). 

16. Endorsing VFW position on Senate rule XXII “Cloture” as presented 
before special subcommittee of Senate Committee on Rules, June 25, 1957 (Na- 
tional Legislative Committee). 

Mr. Rovupresusn. May I take this opportunity to issue to each of 
you a personal reminder, supplementing my official invitation, of 
our annual dinner honoring Members of Congress who have served 
in the Armed Forces which will be held this evening in the Sheraton 
Hall Ballroom of the Sheraton-Park Hotel. 

The reception and cocktail party begins at 6:30 and the dinner 
is at 7: 30. 

In accordance with past custom, we promise some refreshing bever- 
ages, good music, and the Army Chorus, a good steak dinner, the 
absence of longwinded speakers, and an early adjournment hour. 

At this dinner we will honor one of America’s senior statesmen, a 
man you all know and respect, the citing mined Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, the Honorable Sam Rayburn, with the VFW Dis- 
tinguished Citizenship Gold Medal Award. 

Our congressional guests will be seated in groups with delegations 
of these fine comrades from their 1 respective States. May we look 
forward with pleasure to having you as our guests tonight at the 
Sheraton-Park Hotel. 
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This concludes my remarks and may I again express thanks on be- 
half of myself and my good comrades for this special meeting and your 
courteous attention and reception. 

Thank you so much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, before I ask our committee mem- 
bers if they have any questions, I would like to introduce what I con- 
sider to be the finest staff of any committee in the United States Con- 
gress. 

First, I would like to introduce Mr. Oliver E. Meadows, Mr. Edwin 
B. Patterson, Mr. Adin Downer, Mr. Buford Jenkins, Miss Ida Rowan, 
and Mr. George Turner. 

We have about four others back in the committee doing the work— 
Miss Alice Matthews, Miss Jean Johnson, Miss Joanne Doyle, and 
Mr. Paul K. Jones. 

If any of you have any doubt as to whether or not this group know 
their business and know what they are doing, go around to the com- 
mittee room and talktothem. You will find out that they do. 

I would first like to call on your former national commander, Mr. 
Pat Kearney, and ask if he has any questions. 

Mr. Kearney. Mr. Chairman, I have not any questions I want to 
ask. I want to congratulate the commander in chief on the talk that 
he delivered here this morning, with particular reference to the cur- 
rent legislative objectives of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the 
United States. 

I think our organization is to be highly complimented. 

I do want to put this word of personal praise in for one of our hard 
workers, and that is our legislative director, Omar Ketchum. 

Mr. Kercuum. Thank you, Pat. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. I think it is a very fine presentation that you made, 
Commander. If the Congress passes everything that you have asked 
for, and I hope it will pass more, you will have a very good year. 

I too would like to speak of my great appreciation “of Omar Ket- 
chum. I have worked with him for 33 years on this committee and 
I know of his work. Heisa great fighter. 

Mr. Commander, are you as much trouble as I am in cuts in veterans’ 
compensation all over the country ? 

Mr. Rovuvesusn. I certainly am, Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. I know you have your fighting gloves on, and I think 
you will need them. We never needed fighting gloves before. You 
have a great educational work to do, and “I know you are capable of 
doing it. If you are not successful, I think the veterans’ program is 
gradually going to go down the drain. 

In this year when we plan to spend so much on the missiles of war 
for destruction, the least we can do, and I know you realize it more 
than anybody else, with the great duty that you perform, the great 
service overseas, you more than anyone else realize what it would mean 
not to show recognition and appreciation of our veterans. 

The best of luck to you, Mr. Commander. 

Mr. Roupesusn. Thank you very much. 

The Cuareman. I missed one of our finest and most attractive staff 
members, Mrs. David Biondi. Helen, will you stand up? 

Dr. Long, do you have any questions ? 

Mr. Lone. No; I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 
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I would like to thank the commander for his splendid and factual 
statement that he just made, and to join you, the chairman of this 
committee, in inviting all members of the VF W to visit our committee. 

The Cuairman. Judge Shuford. 

Mr. Suurorp. Mr. Chairman, I do not have any questions to ask, 
but I do want to compliment the commander upon his very fine state- 
ment. 

I also want to pay tribute to you, Mr. Chairman, for the very fine 
work that you are doing for the benefit of the veterans. 

I do not know of anyone that has the veterans’ interest at heart more 
than you have. I am satisfied that the veterans recognize that. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuaimrman. Mr. Ayres. 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Commander, I wish to commend you on the fine 
statement. I hope that the things that you have stipulated that you 
are for, should there be a difference of opinion, they should come up 
with a different name than what Omar Ketchum came up with the last 
time when he called me “the arch enemy of the veterans.” 

I think you make a mistake, Mr. Commander, when you start sin- 
gling out individual Members of Congress because of the way they 
voted on specific pieces of legislation. Frankly, there were 51 of us 
who fell in this category the last time in this last session. We all came 
back. We are nice fellows. We are not antiveterans. When we have 
a disagreement, let us sit down and handle our differences like gentle- 
men rather than putting out a legislative directive to all of your 
members calling us names. 

That is not the right way to do it. 

I am very happy to work with you. When we do disagree, let us 
handle it like big boys, not little kids. 

The Cuatrman. Along the line of what Bill has said, I would like 
to make a comment, too. 

The Veterans’ Affairs Committee is the only committee in the United 
States Congress that has five vacancies—nobody wants to serve on it. 
There is a reason for that. It is not easy to represent veterans in Con- 
gress. We have nearly 400 bills in this committee, and there are many 
veterans who think we should pass each and every one of those bills. 

Building a veterans’ program is a lot like building a house. If you 
build a solid foundation, and build from the bottom up, that house will 
last forever. 

If we build a veterans’ program, and start at the bottom and build it 
up, it will last, too, and it will not fall, because there is a little reces- 
sion or a little depression. 

We start with the disabled and we go from there to the dependents, 
and then to those people who do not have enough to take care of 
themselves. Then if we can do something for those people who do 
not particularly need care, we will. That is the kind of a program 
that this committee is working for. 

Every single member of this committee makes a great contribution 
to veterans’ benefits, and no one knows that better than I do, be he 
Republican or be he Democrat. 

Anyone of them that needs any help being reelected, I, as a Demo- 
crat, will try to help them, be he Republican or be he Democrat. 
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As I said before, it is not easy to represent veterans in Congress. 
I would like to reiterate my invitation to come by our committee and 
see what we are trying to do. 

I will tell you a few things we are trying to do right now. All of 
you know we have had some compensation cases cut around the 
country. We had one subcommittee that went to Dallas. We asked 
every service officer in Dallas to bring us the cases that they thought 
were wrong to let us go over them. We went over them and went 
away and were convinced that the veterans were not getting the benefit 
of the doubt. 

There will be other veterans’ subcommittees going over the United 
States and checking these cases. You service officers who have these 
cases, we would like for you to send them to us or we will be in a 
number of your cities and be looking for them. 

As far as the housing program is concerned in the very near future 
we are going to start a hearing on housing and we hope to pass a 
direct loan bill. We hope to do something that will help the World 
War II veterans and particularly the Korean veterans who were not 
able to get a house under the present program. 

I hope that the next big bill that goes through Congress will be a 
bill to equalize widow benefits. It should be done and it will be done. 

Let me tell you a few facts about hospitals. I do not think there is 
a finer benefit that we can extend to our veterans if we can help them 
when they are sick and can’t afford to help themselves. We have 
today in the United States as of December 31, 1957, 7,308 beds that 
are unavailable. That is a lot of hospital beds. We are trying to find 
out exactly where they are and why they are closed. 

I hope that this Congress will pass a resolution this year telling 
the Bureau of the Budget that those beds were built to be used and 
that we want them used. 

I hope that all over the country those of you who have hospitals 
in your towns would check those hospitals and know what is going 
on and let us know, because it is hard for us to find out the truth. 

For example, in Dublin, Ga., those of you from Georgia, the official 
report from the Veterans’ Administration says there are 24 vacant 
beds in Dublin. I happen to know there are nearer 400 than 24. 

Let me tell you how that happens. The Bureau of the Budget tells 
the Veterans’ Administration that officially Dublin, Ga., is a 500-bed 
hospital when actually it is about a 900-bed hospital. I am not sure 
about this figure. 

So when they have 500 less 24 beds occupied they come back and 
tell us that actually there are 24 vacant beds. However, there are 
about 424 vacant beds. 

That is the kind of a problem that we have in trying to get to the 
truth of a lot of our veterans’ programs. 

Along the line of what Mr. Ayres said, I hope that all of you will 
look behind of what happens on a lot of veterans’ programs because 
I, as a veteran, am pleased and happy with every member of this 
committee and the work they do on behalf of the veterans. I think 
you will be, too, if you take time to know exactly what they do. 

Excuse me, Jim, for talking so long. 

Mr. Hatey. It is perfectly all right, Mr. Chairman. Thank you 
very much. 
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Mr. Commander, I want to thank you this morning for the fine 
presentation that you have made before this committee for our veterans’ 
organization. I say “ours” because I am a member of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars. 

I am very happy, too, Mr. Commander, that you have pinpointed 
on page 6 of your report here that your committee was responsible 
for several important measures being favorably reported in the first 

session. 

Talso want to thank you, Mr. Commander, for what you said on page 
10, where you say: 

The evidence is clear that the responsibility for failure to enact some needed 
veteran legislation in recent years has rested primarily on the doorstep of the 
Senate but all too often in complaining about this failure we refer to “Congress” 
rather than pinpointing the Senate, and giving credit to this committee and the 
House of Representatives for having met their responsibilities. 

I want to say to you, Mr. Commander, and to your leadership here, 
that you have on this committee on the House side a sympathetic group 
of men. It is rather disturbing sometimes after spending many, many 
hours in deliberation on your program here to read in some of your 
own papers or some of our magazines that we have a “do-nothing 
Congress.” 

Mr. Chairman, I know the many hours that you have put in on this 
program. I say that you are a fine chairman. You are sympathetic 
with the veterans’ viewpoint. You have tried to meet the responsibili- 
ties as we see it. 

So I say to you, the leadership of this great organization in which 
I say that Iam a member, that let’s not be too critical about the things 
that we do not get. Weare trying here every day and at every meeting 
of this committee to meet our responsibilities. 

It is rather disturbing to find in newspapers and magazines that 
we have a “do-nothing Congress.” 

I assure you that is not true. 

I am sympathetic with your problems and I know that every member 
of this committee is. 

Thank you, Mr, Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. I would like to tell those of you from Florida that 
Jim Haley is going to your regional office in Florida within the next 
2 weeks. He is going over all the compensation cases down there to 
try to decide what is happening as far as the current review is con- 
cerned. 

If you have cases, start getting them together for he is going to be 
calling upon you. 

Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Apair. Mr. Commander, I knew you would give us a good 
presentation, and you did, We are proud and appreciate your com- 
ing here. 

Mr. Rovpervsn. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. We have a number of members absent this morn- 
ing and so far as I know those that are absent are ill. Mrs. Dwyer, 
Mrs. Kee, Mr. Boykin, and Mr. Baring. 

We had one member who came in after I introduced the others. 
Mr. Paul Fino of New York. 

Paul, do you have any questions ? 
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Mr. Frno. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions except I want to 
compliment the commander in chief for his wonderful presentation 
here this morning. I have been a member of this committee going on 
6 years, and in all of the 6 years that I have been a member of this 
committee I have concerned myself primarily with the problems and 
the welfare of our veterans in this country, more particularly the 
World War I veterans who have been the “forgotten man” in this 
country. 

I want to say here and now that I for one will resist any attempt to 
curtail the wonderful veterans’ benefit programs the veterans of this 
country are currently enjoying. 

The Cuairman. John Mahan, I want to tell you this: We had two 
hospitals that needed to be visited. One in Montana and one in 
Puerto Rico. Mr. Paul Fino went to visit one and I went to the 
other. I gave him his choice. He took the Caribe Hotel in Puerto 
Rico. 

Mr. Phil Weaver. .. 

Mr. Weaver. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions, but I do want to 
congratulate the commander for his statement. As you know, Mr. 
Chairman, we have had a number of problems in Nebraska affecting 
our veterans. I want to take this opportunity to express my thanks 
and appreciation to the Veterans of Foreign Wars of Nebraska and 
the national officers for the splendid cooperation and assistance that 
they have given me to help me help them. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. John Saylor of Pennsylvania. John. 

Mr. Sartor. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am going to be a little 
different than some of these other members. I’m going to ask the 
commander a few questions because some of these other people are 
bashful for some reason or other. 

I am going to ask you some questions that get thrown to members 
of this committee, Members of the Congress. 

You heard our chairman say we have five vacancies on this com- 
mittee. We have 435 Members, and the rest of the people do not 
want to serve. 

I was on this committee and taken off and fought to get back on. 
I have had Members of Congress from both sides come to me and ask 
me whether or not I was a mental case. Didn’t I know that I was 
better off when I was off of the Veterans’ Committee. 

It is a sad day for veterans and for this country when the opinion 
of the Members of Congress is such that to be a member of this com- 
mittee is to be held up to public ridicule. 

Mr. Commander, I would like to ask you what is being done about 
this phase of it? I am a member of your organization. I am one 
of the 1,300,000. 

On the 31st day of December 1957, according to the Veterans’ Ad- 
ministration, there were 22,710,000 veterans. I realize that all of 
those are not eligible to belong to your organization. But the organ- 
ization Only represents between 5 and 6 percent of all the veterans. 

What is your organization doing to see to it that you actually speak 
for all of the veterans rather than for 6 percent of them? =~ 

What are you doing to counteract the enemies of the veterans who 
basically represent 94 percent of the veterans, and that all your or- 
ganization Is is a pressure organization ? 
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Mr. Rovpesvsu. Mr. Saylor, I will be very happy to answer that 
question. In fact, I am very pleased that you asked it. 

First, may I say categorically I do not believe the general public 
shares the belief that the members of this committee are mental cases. 
I think that the general public as well as this veterans’ organization 
which I represent as its head have a high regard for the House Vet- 
erans’ Affairs Committee. ; 

I cannot be responsible for the metropolitan press and their edi- 
torial comments. i 

What are we doing about enrolling more members to our organiza- 
tion? I am pleased to teli you, Mr. Saylor, that as the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars we came to Washington 113,000 members ahead of 
last year with the greatest membership the VF'W has ever held. We 
are doing everything that is ore 

The statement you asked here is a statement that I have made here 
in 31 of our States that we need more membership. We recognize 
that fact. These boys behind me are trying to do something about 
it this year so we will have a stronger voice in public affairs. 

Mr. Sartor. Commander, I am delighted to hear that because I 
want to say to you publicly and to the members that are here that of 
my own knowledge I know that your staff in Washington and in 
various States it has been my privilege to contact have not asked a 
veteran whether or not he is a member of the organization when he 
comes to them for aid. You extend to them all of your help. I 
think that we have a tremendous sales job to do to see to it that your 
organization continues to grow. Personally I think maybe the answer 
is let us get a few more women active. 

Mr. Rovupgesusu. Mr. Saylor, in responding further to your question 
I would like to say at this early date in 1958 that your own great 
chparenent of the State of Pennsylvania has over 100,000 paid mem- 

ership. 

Mr. Sayvor. I know if they have as many good quartermasters as 
you have in Uniontown it will be good. 

Another thing that has concerned me in your statement is the fail- 
ure to mention mental hospitals. 

I know that you are cognizant of the fact that one of the real 
pressing problems affecting veterans and men who served in the 
Armed Forces are the high percentages of mental cases that have 
come out of World War II aid Korea. 

I would like to see your organization—and all veterans’ organiza- 
tions—take a real positive approach in the need for more hospitals 
for mental patients so that early treatment can be had as soon as 
the symptoms show up. 

Mr. Roupesusu. I certainly agree with you Mr. Saylor. However, 
we did not categorize our statement under hospitalization. I think 
our good chairman, Mr. Owen Tate, will tell you that “mental insti- 
tutions” was a subject of a 2-hour conference just about 10 days ago 
in his office. I think the results of that conference will soon be felt. 

Mr. Sartor. Commander, I would like to ask you for a personal 
opinion. 

According to the history of your organization it was started by 
the men who served in the so-called Spanish-American War. 

Mr. Rovupesusu. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Sartor. Does your organization have men from World War I 
in it? 

Mr. Rovupresusu. Many; yes, sir. 

Mr. Sartor. Can you tell me why, if you represent them from 

Vorld War I, it is necessary to have this new organization that seems 
to have come into existence, “World War I Veterans” ? 

Mr. Rovupesusu. That is a very difficult question to answer. Cer- 

tainly I feel the Veterans of Foreign Wars is quite competent. to 
represent our comrades in World War I. I know of no organization 
that has worked more diligently or harder to bring about the enact- 
ment of our pension laws of World War I, and we will continue our 
best: efforts. 

I would rather not comment on the existence of the World War I 
organization. 

Mr. Sayxor. The reason I asked this question is because I am con- 
cerned that this might be a diversionary method even though some 
people who are heading i it might be conscientious. 

I think the effect of creating so many different organizations will 
tend to tear down rather than pull together the veterans’ organi- 
zations. 

Commander, it is always a privilege to be here when your group 
comes in. I can say to you that if you have any trouble with your 
junior vice commander, let me know. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Commander, as we have said before we have 
one new member of our committee, Judge Erwin Mitchell, of Georgia, 
who comes highly recommended. This is his first meeting. 

Judge, we are glad to have you w ith us. 

Would you like to ask some questions ? 

Mr. Mrroneti. Mr. Chairman, I have no questions. 

However, I desire to commend the commander in chief for his 
presentation. I appreciate very much your not introducing me as 
the newest mental case that has been added to the committee. 

In that connection, I would like to say to the commander in chief 
that I consider it an honor to be appointed to this extremely im- 
portant committee. 

Any time any Member of Congress, and I assume this to be true, 
Mr. Chairman, being a new Member of only 3 weeks, and many 
things being new to me, you immediately desire to know who your 
colleagues are that you will serve. It is an honor to be on the com- 
mittee with so many keen minds, men who are dedicated to their 
work. I say it is particul: uly an honor that I be permitted to serve 
under the distinguished chairman of this committee. 

He bears, I have learned in this short time that I have been here, 
the reputation of being one of the most fair, able, and fearless Mem- 
bers of Congress on the Hill. 

I want to make these expressions that I as a new member certainly 
do not feel I am placed in any position of unimportance. I am hon- 
ored to serve on this committee. 

Mr. Rovupesusn. Mr. Chairman, to Judge Mitchell, I would like 
& say that it was my happy privilege just about 10 days ago to spend 

4 days touring your wonderful State of Georgia. The highlight of 
that appearance in Georgia was an appearance before a joint assembly 
of the State senate and the house of representatives. 
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I want the Judge to know I received one of the most wonderful 
receptions that I have ever enjoyed any place in the United States, 
and also to commend you on the fine Veterans of Foreign Wars or- 
ganization in that great State of Georgia. 

Mr. Mrrenent. Thank you, Mr. Roudebush. I might say that by 
nature all persons who go to Georgia receive a kind reception. 

I would like to say further to you, Mr. Commander, you noted in 
your remarks that there was only one new member on the commit- 
tee, and you stated that to refresh him you would desire to take 
a few minutes to explain the origin and purpose of the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars organization. I have since 1945 contiuously been 
a member of the Veterans of Foreign Wars. 

Mr. Kercuum. Mr. Chairman, let me say that I deeply appreciate 
this fine spirit of cooperation and friendliness that has bese exhibited 
here this morning between the commander and the members of the 
committee. 

I realize that perhaps many of us like a well-known former Presi- 
dent of the United States, sometimes in our enthusiasm, may use 
loosely the term of the Congress. I think you will recall that a few 
years ago a President referred to one Congress as a “do-nothing Con- 
gress,” although there must have been many conscientious Members 
in that Congress who tried to do something. 

I think maybe it should be pointed: out that the Veterans of For- 
eign Wars feel that we have the joint obligation to praise, from time 
to time, if there is a justification, of criticism, to do so. 

I will say that over the years I believe the praise has far outweighed 
the criticism. 

If any unjust criticism has been level at this House of Repre- 
sentatives and at this fine Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, let me say 
the Veterans of Foreign Wars are extremely sorry of any unjust 
criticism. 

We want the people of this country to know how much we appre- 
ciate this committee and the fine job which they are doing. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Omar. 

I want to say one other thing, and then we will close. 

For the past 2, 3 years, the committee has combed every veterans’ 
law trying to find out whether there were holes in them, whether there 
was something that was wrong, whether we were doing something 
which we might change which would get better support from the 
people as a whole in our country. 

One of the first things we did was to take the hospital program. 
As I remember it we took 1,100 cases. We took the last 100 men 
that came into a Veterans’ Administration hospital in 11 different sec- 
tions of the country. We tried to find out exactly who they were, 
where they came from, and why they were there. It was not an at- 
tempt to hurt the veterans hospital program. It was an attempt to 
improve it, and I think we did. 

As many of you know, we found men in Veterans’ Administration 
hospitals worth $250,000; and veterans that wealthy cause a lot of 
criticism of the hospital program. 

We have just completed this year a survey of 1,600 non-service- 
connected pension cases across the United States. There has been 
some criticism of that. Most of the criticism comes from the fact 
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that some of the people that were doing the interviewing could have 
done a better job than they did. 

Sampling 1,600 cases we found that about 20 percent of the people 
receiving non-service-connected cases were people that were not in 
need. 

My question is, Should we ae that top 20 percent that are 
not in need and try to add it to that bottom percentage that just 
do not have enough to live on and cannot get by ? 

I do not know how many of you are familiar with forfeiture cases. 
We are just about to complete that study. It is most interesting to 
find out some things that have happened to veterans through for- 
feitures. 

I suspect there will be some changes in that to give the veterans 
more protection, too. 

On an overall basis we are trying every way we can to give the 
veteran more benefit from the veterans’ laws we have, and to try to 
correct the abuses, and change the laws to where the taxpayers get 
more benefit for the money that we spend. 

We are sincere and honest in what we are trying to do. We need 
your help in that program. 

Any suggestions that you have would be most welcome. We ap- 
preciate your being here. 

The committee is adjourned. 

(The committee adjourned at 11: 30 a. m.) 
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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 1958 


Houses or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to recess, in room 356, Old 
House Office Building, Hon. William Jennings Bryan Dorn presiding. 

Mr. Dorn. The committee will come to order. 

We are delighted to have the Disabled American Veterans with us 
today. It is always a pleasure to hear from them and have their rec- 
ommendations. We are particularly happy to have the distinguished 
commander of the Disabled American Veterans here. 

I am going to ask our good friend and colleague in the House, Hon. 
Gordon Scherer of Cincinnati, to introduce our distinguished visitor. 

Mr. Scuerer. Mr. Chairman, members of the Committee on Vet- 
erans’ Affairs, I have, of course, the distinct honor this morning to pre- 
sent to this committe a distinguished citizen of Ohio, a fellow Cincin- 
natian, certainly a great American and fine soldier, the national com- 
mander of the Disabled American Veterans, Paul E. Frederick, Jr. 

Mr. Frepertcx. Thank you. 

Mr. Dorn. Commander Frederick, we are happy to have you and to 
have your distinguished Congressman here, too. He is doing a fine job 
in Congress. 

You may proceed in any way you wish. 


STATEMENT OF PAUL E. FREDERICK, JR., NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS 


Mr. Frepertck. Thank you for the kind introduction you have just 
made, 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I appreciate this 
opportunity to appear before you and outline as briefly as possible the 
legislative program of the Disabled American Veterans, which pro- 
gram, as you know, is based upon the mandates of our national con- 
ventions and those of the DAV national executive committee. As the 
present national commander I, Paul E. Frederick, Jr., have the pleas- 
ant duty and responsibility of seeking your valued assistance and co- 
operation in the furtherance of our legislative aims which, we believe, 
must strike a responsive chord in your hearts and minds, in view of our 
mutual interests in the welfare of the war-disabled and their 
dependents. 

2405 
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I might say at this time that Maj. Omer W. Clark, national director 
of legislation, is absent this morning as he is performing jury duty. 

With me today are Capt. Cicero F. Hogan, national director of 
claims; Mr. John W. Burris, national director of employment; Mr. 
Elmer M. Freudenberger, assistant director of legislation ; and Mr. 
Chester Cash, assistant director of claims. These gentlemen are all 
officials of our Washington Office, and I am sure you have met them 
heretofore in connection with their official activities. 

In order that there may be no doubt or uncertainty in anyone’s 
mind about the position of the Disabled American Veterans relative 
to general policy of this organization, I read Resolution No. 341, 
adopted by the national executive committee in Buffalo, N. Y., on 
August 17, 1957: | 

DAV Poticy 


Whereas the Disabled American Veterans was founded on the principle that 
this Nation’s first duty to veterans is the rehabilitation of its wartime disabled 
and this principle envisions: 

1. Proper medical care and treatment of veterans for disabilities incurred, 
increased or aggravated by military service. 

2. Adequate compensation for the degree of disablement caused by such 
disabilities. 

3. Training and/or education to restore employability of the wartime disabled 
into gainful employment. 

4. Adequate compensation to the widows, minor children, and dependent 
parents of veterans who die as the result of a service-incurred disability; and 

Whereas it therefore follows that we will not take legislative action on 
resolutions or proposed legislation which aims to provide benefits for veterans, 
or their dependents, which is based upon other than service-incurred disability ; 
and 

Whereas our first duty as an organization is to help the wartime disabled and 
their dependents, we will, within the limit of our means, assist others in the 
perfection and prosecution of their claims. We will not oppose legislation for 
the benefit of those veterans not classed as wartime disabled except when it 
is evident that such legislation will jeopardize benefits for the wartime disabled : 
Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That since this represents the principle upon which the Disabled 
American Veterans was founded, and since it is as sound at this time as it was 
in 1920, we, the members of the executive committee, hereby approve those 
principles as policy for the Disabled American Veterans. 


As you know, from the previous hearings and from the statement 
of policy just read, the DAV is primarily interested in the wartime 
and Korean conflict service-connected cases, and the widows and 
orphans and dependent parents of those with such service. 

he action of the 85th Congress during the first session in enact- 
ing a substantial disability compensation increase measure, H. R. 52, 
now Public Law 85-168, was most gratifying, and it served to silence, 
at least temporarily, those cynics who trumpet to all who will listen, 
the complaint that matters of any importance in the field of veter- 
ans’ legislation can never be passed in a nonelection year. 

We of the DAV fully appreciate the early action of February 19, 
1957, taken by your committee on H. R. 52, which placed that bill in 
a favorable position for necessary consideration by other House and 
Senate groups, thereby resulting in the enactment of this sorely 
needed legislation prior to adjournment. 

Thank you very much for your prompt, sympathetic and effective 
disposition of this foremost major item on our legislative agenda. 

The 85th Congress, during the first session, further confounded 
the skeptics by enacting H. R. 6191, now Public Law 85-109, which 
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excludes compensation payments from the offset provisions of Pub- 
lic 880, 84th Congress, thereby enabling the veteran who is per- 
manently and totally disabled for social- -security purposes to receive 
the full amount of that benefit and also the full amount of any com- 
pensation for service- -connected disability to which he may ‘be en- 
titled from the Veterans’ Administration. The elimination of the 
offset provisions in the type of case mentioned above is fine legis- 
lation from the standpoint of this organization and we thank you 
for your support of H. R. 6191 in the House of Representatives. 

It is not my intention on this occasion to reiterate the specific ob- 
jections of the Disabled American Veterans to many of the major 
recommendations in the report of the President’s Commission of 
Veterans’ Pensions, commonly known as the Bradley Commission 
after its chairman, Gen. Omar Bradley. Our position has been 
made a matter of public record as the result of previous hearings 
before your committee. Suffice to say at this time that we resent and 
repudiate any attempt on the part of the Bradley Commission and/or 
the Bureau of the Budget to influence beyond all proper bounds and 
to take over the veterans’ legislative programs, either directly or in- 
directly, thereby subjecting “the human needs of veterans and their 
dependents to the cold and unfeeling yardstick of a dollar-and-cents 
appraisal. 

Admittedly, in these trying and perilous days, when enormous out- 
lays of tax moneys are required for adequate national defense and 
survival, veterans’ programs, as well as all others, involving ex- 
panded and additional appropriations must be examined carefully. 
This does not mean, however, that the legislative structure so labo- 
riously and humanely erected over the years should be wrecked wholly 
or piecemeal, and the DAV will oppose with all our strength and 
resources any such attempts by whatever sources advocated. 

We are equally adamant in our opposition to any “back door” 
tactics designed to infiltrate the house of veterandom, the VA, with 
a philosophy having for its goal the reduction or elimination of 
present benefits. 

Because of the noble concept of the true purport and historic destiny 
of the VA we ask your committee to support and report favorably our 
bill H. R. 9730, which would stabilize and freeze as of January 1, 
1958, the Veterans’ Administration Schedule for Rating Disabilities, 
1945 edition, and its extensions. 

In this connection, we earnestly request a hearing before your com- 
mittee at which time representatives of the D. AV Legislative and 
Claims Services will appear and outline in detail the causes and 
impelling reasons supporting our stand that any future amendments 
to, or changes in, the VA schedule in question should receive con- 
gressional approval before becoming effective. Millions of veterans, 
actually and potentially, and their dependents, will be affected by 
your decision in this vital matter. 

The DAY also asks you to report favorably H. R. 6716, which bill 
was introduced during the first session, 85th Congress, and which 
would prohibit the severance of any service connection in effect for 
10 years, or more, except for fraud. 

There have been far too many instances where service connection 
has been granted by the VA and subsequent rating action has read 
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into the original decision “clear and unmistakable error,” and this 
“on again, off again” status has even recurred in the same case. In 
many instances involving severance the service connection has been 
allowed to stand unquestioned by the same or another rating board 
following not one but several reviews over a period of years until 
finally some rating group decides reversal should be effected. Too 
often “opinion” is substituted for “clear and unmistakable error” 
in these adjudications and consequently we urge an end to this sort 
of major hardship on veterans and their dependents. This can be 
accomplished through the enactment of H. R. 6716, 85th Congress. 

Another item of proposed legislation sponsored by the Disabled 
American Veterans has for its purpose the amendment of section 312 
of Public Law 85-56, subject: Presumption of Sound Condition. 

We would add to that section a proviso to the effect that where a 
disability is not noted at acceptance or enrollment for active service 
in the Armed Forces but is detected in such service after the expira- 
tion of 90 days, such condition will be held conclusively service con- 
nected, in line of duty, and rebuttai will only be conceded in the case 
of patent defects such as amputations, ankyloses, or some such obvious 
loss or abnormality. 

Our proposal, which is far less liberal than the conclusive presump- 
tion in effect under the World War Veterans’ Act, 1924, as amended, 
prior to its repeal by the Economy Act of 1933, would nevertheless 

correct to some extent, the inequities still persisting from Public Law 

2, 73d Congress, and later amendatory legislation. The amendment 
we propose would only apply to w artime service cases, or those with 
active service during the Korean conflict, and only then, as stated 
above, where the veterans concerned performed active service of 
90 days without the disability being detected during that time. 

There are other national convention resolutions relating to com- 
pensation but time will not permit a development of those matters 
at this hearing. These proposals, which are also important to the 
DAY, will be presented by the national director of legislation at the 
first opportunity. 

There are also various other DAV mandated proposals of great in- 
terest to our organization in the fields of employment, insurance, med- 
ical care and treatment, as well as some listed as miscellaneous, which 
will be treated by our legislative service with your committee, or other 
responsible committees of the House, such as the Post Office and Civil 
Service Committee, as to items affecting employment and related 
subjects. 

Your committee has available to the chairman and all members a 
complete set of the resolutions approved by the Disabled American 
Veterans at our last national convention, held in Buffalo, N. Y., in 
August 1957. Your references to that source will be most helpful, it 
is belived, in the attainment of a comprehensive understanding of 
the legislative pattern followed by the DAV and will perhaps clear up 
any possible doubts as to the reasons motivating the adoption of the 
resolutions concerned, under existing policy. 

The national defense requirements of this Nation, in this most 
dangerous and threatening period of our existence as a world power, 
properly come first with all loyal and right-thinking Americans; and 
the Disabled American Veterans, as always, will be found ready and 
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willing to do anything necessary to preserve and protect our form 
of government and its institutions. The past records of our members 
im leferiding the United States in time of war and national emergency 
leave no room for doubt on this score. 

In conclusion, may I thank you for myself and associates for the 
kindness and courtesy shown us at this public hearing. If there are 
any questions you care to ask, we shall be most happy to furnish the 
answers, if within our knowledge and power. 

Thank you all. 

Mr. Dorn. Commander, we appreciate your very splendid state- 
ment. 

I would like to say to you publicly that your organization has always 
been held in the highest regard by the American people, and that I 
think you have never asked for really what you deserve. Your staff 
has always had the national security of this country uppermost in 
mind, and we appreciate it. 

I might say that Mr. Teague, our chairman, is very, very sorry that 
he could not be here in person this morning. He asks that I extend 
to you his very best wishes and regards. He is suffering from a bout 
with bursitis. 

Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rogers. A very fine statement. I congratulate the DAV in 
your commander this year. 

Mr. Frepertck. Thank you. 

Mrs. Rogers. I cannot see how anyone could object to the legislation 
on any one of your projects. 

Mr. Frepertck. We are firmly of the conviction that we are on a 
very sound ground on proposing the legislation that I have presented 
to you, and there really should not be any objection from anyone. 

We think we are not asking for anything additional as far as bene- 
fits, but just to insure that we continue to receive orders now on the 
books. 

Mrs. Rogers. I am sure you feel that some of the compensation via 
the rating schedules should be increased. Do you not feel that, Mr. 
Commander ? 

Mr. Frepericx. Possibly in some respects. Those instances are 
scrutinized very closely by our claims department and receive in- 
dividual attention. 

Mrs. Rogers. I know on some diseases the compensation is very low 
and the expenses are very high. It is difficult for those people to buy 
insulin, medicine, and special diets. , 

Mr. Freperick. There are situations where possibly something can 
be done. 

Mrs. Rogers. You paid the greatest price in your organization. 

Commander, you have sort of stolen our Casey Jones, and it is 
wonderful to have him back with us again. 

Thank you very much. I hope everything you want is done. 

Mr. Frepertck. Thank you very much, Mrs. Rogers. 

Mr. Dorn. Mrs. Dwyer. 4 

Mrs. Dwyer. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Dorn. Mr. Ayres. The commander is from your State, of 
course. 

Mr. Ayres. He will make a very good commander. 
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Mr. Freperick. The east meets the west as far as the State of 
Ohio is concerned. ; 

Mr. Ayres. We are very happy to have you here this morning. I 
want to commend you on the statement. I wish all the veterans’ 
organizations could follow in principle what you have established 
as the Disabled American Veterans’ policy when you say it was 
founded on the principle that this Nation’s first duty to veterans 1s 
the rehabilitation of wartime-disabled veterans, and things that that 
principle stands for. 

I think if we can keep our eye on that statement, perhaps we can- 
not only aid the deserving veterans, but we also will not place our- 
selves in a position, as I know you gentlemen are conscious of, that 
would be undermining the whole program. 

So I commend you and your organization for the position you have 
taken. 

Mr. Frepertcx. Thank you, Congressman. 

Mr. Dorn. Judge Shuford of North Carolina. 

Mr. Suurorp. I have a question I would like to ask the commander. 
I notice on page 5 of your statement that you question some of the 
rating action that has recently occurred. You call attention to the 
fact that some decisions show a clear and unmistakable error as the 
reason for it. 

Has your organization made any detailed record regarding those 
ratings that have been changed? 

Mr. Frepertck. Yes, sir. Only yesterday our organization pre- 
sented to Chairman Teague a detailed report of our reviews of this 
situation, our own report. It consisted of 26 pages in letter form, 
supplemented by facts and figures on approximately 50 or 51 cases. 

_So we have submitted documentary evidence to the committee; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. SuHurorp. Have you in your examination of the question taken 
in all of the regional offices, or limited it only to a few ? 

Mr. Frepertcx. A directive was sent out over my signature to our 
national service officers located in every regional VA office. 

We have cases from approximately 29, I believe, regional offices 
to show a good cross section, we believe a good cross section, not lo- 
ealizing it in any one area. Of course, some have on their own, sent 
in testimony, like the west coast and the Far South, and upper New 
England. 

So we believe we have a good cross section in our report; yes, sir. 

Mr. Suvrorp. Thank you, Mr. Commander. I want to commend 
you on your statement. I was anxious to find out whether you had 
made such an investigation. 

Mr. Dorn. Mr. Weaver. 

Mr. Weaver. I want to congratulate the commander on his fine 
statement. 

Mr. Dorn. Mr. Haley. 

Mr. Hauer. Mr. Chairman and Mr. Commander, I want to join 
my colleague, Mr. Ayres over there, in his statement that he made. 
T think that not only your organization but all the veterans organiza- 
tions in the original inception of them, were primarily founded to 
assist the disabled veterans. I think probably in the last few years 
some of the organizations have broadened the original idea somewhat. 
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Your organization has been very cautious in its approach to the 
veterans’ legislation, and you are doing a fine job for the disabled 
veterans. 

I am very happy to note your comment on page 3 of your statement 
in which you say that this committee, even in an off year, as we might 
say, did pass veterans’ legislation, This is probably one of the most 
nonpartisan committees of Cmgnem. I think that every person who 
sits here is sincerely inter in the veteran and his problems. 

We have so indicated by the actions that we have taken over the years 
gone by. 

I aaa happy to see that the Disabled American Veterans recog- 
nize that the 85th Congress, even in its 1st session, was not a “do 
nothing” Congress, as had been charged by some other organization. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Commander, for a fine statement. To 
vour fine organization, I wish you well. 

Mr. Frepertck. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Dorn. Mr. Smith of California. Incidentally, I believe he has 
one of the largest chapters of the Disabled American Veterans in the 
country. 

Mr. Smrru. I guess it is the Legion, actually, in Pasadena. 

I want to ask you one question on this “conclusive presumption of 90 
days.” How did you arrive at that 90 days? Was that from medical 
testimony and the thought on it being conclusive rather than on the 
possibility of presumptive? Conclusive, that is as far as we can go 
legally if we say conclusive. 

Mr. Freperick. I believe there is a little back history on that par- 
ticular matter, and I would like to ask our director of claims to perhaps 
answer that for you. 

Mr. Hogan. I have an idea that the 90 days as the commander stated, 
is the result of history and research in the past, stating that if a man 
is in sound physical condition when he is accepted on enlistment or 
drafted into the service and remains in good health for 90 days, at least 
he has established the fact that any condition or disease or disability 
that occurs after 90 days should be service-incurred. 

It existed as the commander’s statement said, in early legislation. It 
was taken away from us by the Economy Act. It was restored in part 
by Public Law 144, 

I am sure our convention acted on this situation because of the action 
of the Veterans’ Administration since 1954 which we, the Disabled 
American Veterans, claim vitiated the law reviewing all cases and 
severing service connections in so many cases that we thought that 
there should be some protection added. We believe it is on the statute 
books already. Apparently the Veterans’ Administration does not 
think so. So the convention asks that added legislation actually pro- 
tect and restore the presumption-of-soundness clause that existed fol- 
lowing the World War Veterans’ Act of 1924. 

Mr. Harry. Will you yield right there? 

Mr. Siru. Just one second. 

The thought just occurred to me that somebody might be in boot 
camp, and rather than having a patent disability which is obvious, he 
might have something latent and get a cold and be put in the hospital, 
and then we find out he has arrested TB. 

It makes it pretty tough on the doctor. 
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Yes, Mr. Haley. 

Mr. Hatey. I just might say for the benefit of the young man that 
this 90 days probably goes back to early legislation that was enacted 
after World War I. It remained pretty much in the veterans’ legis- 
lation since that time. The situation during World War I was that 
actually in those days sometimes, in many of these camps, you would 
hardly get a physical examination for 90 days because of the shortage, 
not only in material and equipment, but also the shortage of doctors 
at that time. So you might very often in World War I have a man 
called into the service, merely report, and probably sent home for 50 
or 60 days until they could process him. 

The early veteran legislation recognized the fact that there probably 
had not been even a physical examination until maybe 40, 50, 60, or 
90 days. 

So as I say, this 90-day period goes back to the period of legislation 
for the serviceman, as I recall it. 

Mr. Hocan. I might state that in the letter submitted to the chair- 
man of this committee, Congressman Teague, my department sub- 
mitted, as the commander said, some 52 cases which include tragic 
instances where the man has been drawing compensation for 12, 13, 
14 years. He is totally and permanently disabled. The Veterans’ 
Administration came along under the review and severed all service 
connection. 

In one case cited, an outstanding case, the doctor testified that he 
went to the draft board and said, “Do not take this man in the Army. 
He is not fit for military service.” But they took him anyway. This 
man served 2 years and several months and so many days in the 
service. 

He received 6 battle scars as a gunner on a boat, and 2 battle scars 
for the Philippine occupation. They had the history of his early dis- 
ability. The draft board had that history. The doctor told them not 
to take this man in. His disability occurred about 6 months after he 
was discharged, although there is some evidence in the file that he had 
some recurrence of this disability in the service. 

There is no question in the minds of the early rating boards, and 
down through the years, they service-connected this man on the pre- 
sumption that his disability occurred 1 year within his discharge. 

For 14 times he was examined for rating purposes, and his service 
connection and his compensation were confirmed and continued. 

Under the review of the policy existing of the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration they decided that the early board of January 1946 made a 
clear and unmistakable error that this man’s condition existed prior 
to enlistment and that it was aggravated by service. So they decided 
to cut him off entirely. They say if you want to prove this case now, 
to go back and build up your case again. 

Frankly, as an oldtime service officer, I think the situation is tragic. 
The DAY will present these cases to you. 

Mr. Smiru. You do not have to present them. I agree with you 
entirely on that. I was not even thinking of that. 

Mr. Hoean. That is in this proposal, so that he does not have to go 
through this again. 

Mr. Suvurorp. Have you, in your investigation, found any directive 
or order regarding this review, the several that have been made re- 
cently by the VA ? 
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Mr. Hogan. In our letter written and prepared and submitted to 
Mr. Teague, which he authorized me to release, Mr. Meadows said 
he would probably have it printed as a House document, which I think 
would be very, very complimentary. We quote from 15 or 16 officers, 
national service officers, accredited men, qualified and outstanding 
service officers. In each instance they go and tell the board from the 
central office, from the area offices, to review these cases and rereview 
them. The directions are by word of mouth. There is not any writ- 
ten instruction. 

Mr. Suurorp. You have not found any written instructions from 
the offices of the VA? They are simply oral instructions that have 
come down from the area offices ? 

Mr. Hogan. No, sir; we do not have anything in writing. That is 
the tragic part about it. The Director, General Hines, in 1944, and 
the outstanding letter signed by Mr. Higley in 1955, we could not 
improve on. 

If the Administrator’s directive were adhered to and applied, we 
would not have any problem over this review at all. 

Mr. Suvurorp. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Rogrrs. Will you yield? 

Mr. Smiru. Yes. 

Mrs. Rogers. The Veterans’ Administration and all the other de- 
partments say they were not responsible for the review. I think 
it is one of the most cruel things that was ever perpetrated upon the 
veterans. There is absolutely no doubt about it. They cut the vet- 
erans off, and it is 6 or 8 months before the compensation is restored. 
It has caused great suffering and great hardship. I do not think any- 
thing could be more cruel than that with a view to finding out if, by 
chance, some veteran gets something he is not entitled to. We are 
not doctors and medicine is not an exact science. I have known in my 
own family of doctors saying people had nothing the matter with 
them, and they were dead within a few months. I wish today that 
review could be stopped. 

Mr. FReperick. We certainly are in accord with your expression 
of opinion, Mrs. Rogers. 

Mr. Dorn. Now, Mr. Commander, I would like to present to you, to 
the Disabled American Veterans, our newest and youngest member 
of the committee, Judge Mitchell, of Georgia. 

Mr. Mironett. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Commander, I commend you on this excellent statement. I 
think as the chairman and Mrs. Rogers have said in their remarks 
to you where you say that the national defense requirements of this 
Nation come first, I think that reflects as a matter of record the true 
Americanism of your organization. I personally, and the committee 
I am sure, commend you for those statements. 

Mr. Frepericx. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Dorn. I would like to say again, Mr. Commander, that Chair- 
man Teague regrets that he could not be here. I do not know of a 
chairman in this Congress of any committee more beloved by the 
members of his committee or respected by the Congress. 

I would like to say that your staff in Washington has always done 
an excellent job. I wish you would present those you have with you 
to the committee, particularly so Mr. Mitchell will know them. 
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Mr. Freperick. At the outset I would like to express the regrets of 
those with me and from our entire organization to the message we 
received this morning that Chairman Teague was physically indis- 
posed and not in a position to be with us. We certainly hope that 
his present affliction is of a very temporary nature, and that tomor- 

row he will be back again in this capacity here with the committee. 

On my left is the national director of claims, Capt. Cicero Hogan. 
On my right is the assistant director of legislation, Elmer 
Freudenberger. 

This is the assistant national director of claims, Chester Cash. 

Mr. Robert Dove is our insurance representative. 

Mr. John Burris is the director of employment. 

John Egense is the head of our appeals section. 

Dave Kelleher is one of our service officers. 

George Seal is one of our service officers. Mr. Rezar. Per Dunn. 

We are happy to have with our organization now, Mr. Casey Jones. 
Also we have one who was with us for a number of aaa who had 
done very outstanding work, Dave Pogoloff. 

We have with us also a past national commander, Mr. Millard 
Rice. 

That is about the sum and substance of those with me. 

I might add that the services of all of our service officers in our 
particular organization are always at your disposal, and any mem- 
ber of the committee can feel entirely free at any time to call upon us 
for anything. 

Mr. Dorn. I appreciate your calling that to the attention of the 
committee. 

Mrs. Rogers. Mr, Chairman, I heartily agree with the chairman, 
Mr. Dorn, in all that he has said about your permanent staff here in 
Washington. They are very remarkable. 

Mr. Frepertcx. Thank you. 

Mr. Dorn. Commander, let me say again we are very happy to have 
you with us. We appreciate your splendid statement and we are 
delighted also to have your very splendid Congressman, Congress- 
man Scherer. 

Is there any further business before the committee? If not, the 
committee stands adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 10:55 a. m., the committee adjourned. ) 
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TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1958 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON VereRANS’ AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., pursuant to call, in the caucus room, 
Old House Office Building, Hon. Olin E. Teague, chairman, presiding. 

The Cuatrman. The committee will come to order. 

The House Committee on Veterans Affairs is very happy to have 
the American Legion with us this morning. 

I would like to first introduce the members of the committee to the 
American Legion, then we will turn the meeting over to your national 
commander. 

On my left is Mrs. Elizabeth Kee from West Virginia. 

On my right is Mrs. Rogers from Massachusetts. 

To my extreme left—and I want to ask you to stand up, from now 
on—is Mr. Mitchell, Member of Congress from Georgia; Congressman 
Baring, from Nevada; Congressman Long, of Louisiana ; CG ongress- 
man Dorn, of South Carolina; Congressman Ayres, of Ohio; Con- 
gressman Adair, of Indiana; Congressman Fino, of New York; and 
C ongressman Smith, of ¢ ‘alifornia; and Mrs. Dwyer, of New Jersey. 

I would also like to introduce in a group, the finest committee staff 
in the Congress of the United States, the staff of the House Commit- 
tee on Veterans’ Affairs. Will all the members of the staff please 
stand ? 

I would next like to present to you Congresswoman Marguerite 
Stitt Church, who will present your national commander. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Mr. Chairman and members of this very august com- 
mittee, the privilege and honor that you have accorded to me in per- 
mitting me to introduce to this significant committee one of my most 
distinguished constituents is greatly appreciated. 

I am signally proud, personally and officially, that the present na- 
tional commander of the American Legion—together with his wife 
and their six sons—is a friend and neighbor from Winnetka, Tl. 

Not only at the present time, but throughout many years of coura- 
geous and patriotic service, he has brought « credit and honor to our dis- 
trict. His renown and dedication to service are equally, I am sure, 
known to this committee; but I would like the record to show the 
breadth and scope of his life and activity. 

Born in Chicago on February 11, 1915, Commander John S. Glea- 
son, Jr., started on an academic career that included St. Gertrude’s 
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Grammar School in Chicago, Georgetown Preparatory School in 
Washington, D. C., and the University of Notre Dame, from which 
he graduated with distinction. 

Like many other Americans who sacrificed personal interest to the 
need of their country, he did not hesitate, in 1941, to leave a prom- 
ising career with the First National Bank at Chicago to enlist as a 
private in the United States Army. By merit and capacity shown in 
actual fighting in New Guinea, the Marshall Islands, and the Philip- 
pines, he rose to the rank of lieutenant colonel before World War IIT 
had ended. Among the many military decorations and awards won 
by Commander Gleason are the Silver Star, Soldiers Medal, Legion 
of Merit, Bronze Star with two oak leaf clusters, and the Philippine 
Presidential Citation. 

Commander Gleason’s interest in the protection of his country did 
not cease with the end of the war. He remained an active member 
of the Illinois National Guard and took the leadership in its reorgani- 
zation in 1946. 

Serving first as division ordnance officer, he was promoted to the 
rank of colonel in 1950 and assigned as assistant chief of staff, G—2. 

Subsequently, he served as a student instructor in the Army Reserve 
Corps. In February 1955 he became chief of staff of the 85th Division 
and 4 months later was named assistant division commander. On 
May 19, 1956, he was sworn in as a brigadier general. 

Commander Gleason’s service to the American Legion is well 
known. In 1946, he became the first commander of the First Na- 
tional Bank of Chicago Legion Post No. 985, which he helped 
organize. A year later he was elected alternate national executive 
committeemen. At that time he was one of only two World War 
II veterans serving on the Legion’s top policymaking body. He also 
served as chairman or vice chairman of many departments, State and 
National committees, before his election as national commander. He 
was chairman of the national commander’s special rehabilitation 
committee, dealing with the Hoover Commission report, a member of 
the national legislative commission and, from 1951 until September 
19, 1957, was a vice chairman ‘of the Legion’s national rehabilitation 
commission. 

Commander Gleason resumed his career with the First National 
Bank of Chicago after returning from service in 1946. He was 
elected an officer of the bank and is presently a vice president. He 
is also president and treasurer of Chicago Helicopter Airways—one 
of only three certificated helicopter airlines in the country. 

In addition to his business, military and Legion activities, Com- 
mander Gleason is a member of the State of Illinois Veterans’ Com- 
mission. He has been chairman or a member of committees for the 
Red Cross, Chicago Youth Foundation, Girl Scouts of Chicago, 
United Cerebral Palsy, National Brotherhood Week, and other or- 
ganizations. Presently he is serving on the president’s committee of 
the University of Notre Dame. 

May I repeat that it is an honor for me, as Representative from the 
13th Congressional District of Illinois, to atentinn to you one of our 
own, the national commander for 1957 and 1958 of the American 
Legion, Comdr, John S. Gleason, Jr. [Applause. ] 

hank you. 
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STATEMENT OF JOHN S. GLEASON, JR., OF CHICAGO, ILL., NATIONAL 
COMMANDER OF THE AMERICAN LEGION, ACCOMPANIED BY 
ROBERT M. McCURDY, PASADENA, CALIF., CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL 
REHABILITATION COMMISSION; JEROME F. DUGGAN, ST. LOUIS, 
MO., CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION; WIL- 
LIAM F. HAUCK, DIRECTOR, WASHINGTON OFFICE; MILES D. 
KENNEDY, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION; 
JOHN J. CORCORAN, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION 
COMMISSION; T. 0. KRAABEL, CONSULTANT, NATIONAL REHA- 
BILITATION COMMISSION; JAMES V. DAY, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL 
PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMISSION ; CLARENCE W. BIRD, DIRECTOR, 
NATIONAL ECONOMIC COMMISSION; NICHOLAS LYNCH, JR., DI- 
RECTOR, NATIONAL FIELD SERVICE; CLARENCE H. OLSON, AS- 
SISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE COMMISSION; 
CHARLES W. STEVENS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHA- 
BILITATION COMMISSION; DR. HYMAN D. SHAPIRO, SENIOR 
MEDICAL CONSULTANT; EDWARD McGRAIL, CHIEF, INFORMA- 
TION SERVICE, NATIONAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION; 
BERTRAM G. DAVIS, LEGISLATIVE ASSISTANT, NATIONAL LEGIS- 
LATIVE COMMISSION; CECIL H. MUNSON, CHIEF, VOCATIONAL 
TRAINING AND EDUCATION; AND JOSEPH P. 0’CONNELL, ASSIST- 
ANT DIRECTOR, NATIONAL PUBLIC RELATIONS COMMISSION 


Mr. Gueason. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
may I begin this presentation of the American Legion’s principal 
veteran legislative objectives in this 2d session of the 85th Congress, 
by expressing my personal appreciation and that of the nearly 3 
million members of our organization for the privilege of appearing 
before you today. 

And may I call your attention to the presence here this morning of 
many American Legion service officers and rehabilitation officials 
from every part of the country. They have come to Washington for 
the American Legion’s annual national rehabilitation conference. 
This meeting was scheduled to open this morning. At their request, 
however, I postponed the opening session until this afternoon, so that 
they might join with me at this time in presenting our legislative pro- 
gram and reiterating the American Legion’s gratitude for the signifi- 
cant and lasting contribution you have made to the welfare of our 
Nation’s veterans, their dependents and their survivors. 

This contribution demonstrates in the most forceful manner pos- 
sible the depth and ooueeney of your concern for their welfare. It 
reflects, too, your understanding of their needs and your determina- 
tion to answer these needs fully and fairly. 

The American Legion is proud and grateful that you have wel- 
comed our help in building the present sound structure of essential 
veteran benefits, It will remain our purpose and privilege to con- 
tinue to make available to you the experience, knowledge and dedica- 
tion of the American Legion in the field of veterans affairs. 

The directors and staff members of all of our divisions here in 
Washington and in Indianapolis, including, of course, our national 
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legislative, rehabilitation, child welfare and economic divisions, stand 
ready to serve you as you serve America’s veterans, their dependents 
and their survivors. 

During this 2d session of the 85th Congress there will be a number 
of critical problems in the field of veterans affairs which you will 
consider. Based on your recommendations, House action on these 
problems will involve: 

1. Legislation to improve existing programs and correct existing 
inequities, and 

2. Defense of the present program of veteran benefits, including 
hospital and medical care, against attacks from within and without the 
Government designed to curtail or eliminate essential elements of this 
program. 

There is a third area which will concern you and which we are con- 
fident. will result in appropriate action by this committee and the 
Congress. That is the administration of all veteran benefit programs 
under the authority of and in the manner intended by Congress. 

With respect to veteran legislation already introduced or which 
will be presented for your consideration, may I say that Miles D. 
Kennedy, director of our national legislative division, and other 
American Legion staff officials, will be happy to present our views on 
specific bills at the appropriate time. 

For now, I would like to emphasize the American Legion’s hope, as 
expressed by our national convention and national executive commit- 
tee, that this session of Congress will act to accomplish the following 
essential objectives : 

Insure the revitalization and effective operation of the home- 
loan guaranty program. 

. Provide that funds appropriated by the Congress for the Vet- 
erans’ Administration hospital and medical program, including con- 
struction and maintenance of hospital and medical facilities, are 
fully used. 

Within the past year, the GI home-loan program has declined to the 
point that it now exists virtually in name only. Yet the need for 
this program, in many respects, has never been greater. There are 
countless thousands of eligible and qualified World War II and 
Korean war veterans now in the market for GI home loans. 

The American Legion earnestly hopes that with your leadership 
the Congress can restore the veteran’s home-loan guaranty and direct 
loan programs as effective aids to war veterans and our national 
economy. 

The need for congressional action to insure full use of funds ap- 
propriated for the VA hospital and medical programs, including 
construction and maintenance, is evidenced, we believe, by the pro- 
posed VA budget for fiscal year 1959. If our interpretation of this 
proposed budget is correct—and we think it is—then more than 
$20 million was cut from the Veterans’ Administration’s request for 
medical administration, inpatient care and medical supplies. This 
eut, of course, was recommended by the Bureau of the Budget, which 
also recommends a reduction of 1,000 tuberculosis beds in the average 
daily patient, loads to save approximately $6 million. 

We submit that, such a saving may be accomplished only by the 
closing of hospitals, since it is impré actical and inefficient to reduce 
the bed capacity of a number of operating hospitals. 
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The American Legion is strongly opposed to the closing of vitally 
needed hospitals. We are confident that you will not permit this to 
happen. On the contrary, we hope you will agree that far from clos- 
ing hospitals, the VA hospital construction and maintenance program 
you authorized should be carried out not only for the benefit of needy 
veterans, but for the benefit of our economy as well. 

Tn antic ipating strong attacks on war veterans’ benefits during this 
session of Congress, the American Legion has been concerned pri- 
marily with expected recommendations of the administration, based 
on the Bradley report, and adverse, we believe, to the best interests of 
veterans, 

[ will not now enter into a detailed discussion of the recommenda- 
tions of the Bradley Commission. That Commission made its report 
in the spring of 1956. You know already that our organization is op- 
posed to the basic philosophy contained in that report. 

In our opinion, the manner of handling the Bradley Commission’s 
recomunendations has not been forthright. It would seem to us that 
the veterans, the group most concerned, should not have been kept in 
doubt as to what would be done with those recommendations. It is 
further our belief that in handling them, the Administrator of Vet- 
erans’ Affairs should have had an opportunity to give an expression of 
positive leadership. The expressions that have been forthcoming as 

| a result of Bureau of the Budget handling of the details are not posi- 
tive. All we have been told so far is that there will be a message to 
Congress at some time in the future. 

We are confident that no Congress will ever agree with the Bradley 
Commission’s expressed philosophy. that a war veteran is entitled only 
to as much consideration from the Nation he defended as is the person 
who stayed at home. We are on record in support of the position 
that the war veteran earned eligibility to participate in veteran benefit 
programs through service in the Armed Forces in time of war. 

Just as emphatically we hold to the belief that the employee who 
pays taxes to earn old-age and survivors insurance benefits is entitled 
to such benefits clearly aside from and in addition to any other benefits 
to which he may have honest entitlement. 

In discussion of the subject of veterans’ affairs, or any other Gov- 
ernment program, it is necessary, of course, to consider the question 
of cost. Critics and opponents of veteran benefits constantly cite the 
taxes we must pay as justification for curtailing or eliminating the 
veteran benefit program. 

The American Legion would remind them of two important facts 
they have either for gotten or ignored. 
| The first is that veterans are taxpayers, too, and the second is that 
the cost of veterans’ affairs is a part of the cost of war. 
| It would be both realistic and fair to say: 
| “Eliminate war and you eliminate the cost of veterans’ affairs.” 

Since we must deal with facts as they are, however, let’s consider 

| the cost of veterans’ affairs and the ability of our Nation to meet this 
cost. 

In 1890, according to a table published by the Social Security Bul- 
letin for October 1957, the cost of veterans’ programs was 0.9 per 
cent of the gross national product. At that time the veteran popula- 
tion was approximately 2 percent of the total. 
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In 1956, again quoting the Social Security bulletin, the cost of 
veterans’ programs was 1.1 percent of the gross national product. 

I need not remind you that our veteran population is now 13 
percent of the total, nor need I emphasize that the present veteran 
program is far more comprehensive and has contributed infinitely 
more to the welfare of our entire Nation than that which existed a 
half century ago. 

Another important concern of this committee, I know, is the Vet- 
erans’ Administration. 

As the architect and author of the veteran benefit program, you 
and your colleagues in the Congress of the United States are, and 
must remain the principal champion of America’s war veterans, their 
dependents and survivors. 

We in the American Legion will always look especially to you 
members of the House Veterans’ Affairs Committee for informed and 
sympathetic attention to the needs of our war veterans. 

To this end we will continue to offer our own extensive experience 
in dealing with the problems of America’s veterans and the considered 
views on veterans’ affairs of our nearly 3 million members. 

But we are concerned, as are you, that the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion—the authority which you created to determine the needs of vet- 
erans as well as to administer the programs you establish—has been 
subordinated to the Bureau of the Budget. 

We believe that some means must be found to restore to the Vet- 
erans’ Administration and the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs 
the authority and function intended by Congress. 

We will be very happy to see this committee determine what those 
means might be. 

Before concluding, may I advise you of the American Legion’s 
growing concern with another serious problem affecting veterans. 
This is the mounting degree of unemployment. 

Recognizing, of course, that this condition is not restricted to vet- 
erans alone, the American Legion is nonetheless deeply disturbed 
about the increasing number of unemployed veterans. 

As of December 31, 1957, there were nearly 800,000 veterans regis- 
tered in local State employment offices and seeking work. This is an 
increase of 45 percent over December 31, 1956 and does not reflect 
the further deterioration in the national employment picture since the 
first of the year. 

The American Legion appreciates, certainly, that the veterans’ 
employment service and the State employment agencies can only work 
within the framework of the law in meeting this problem. We have 
supported their efforts in the past and will continue to cooperate 
with veterans’ employment and State employment agencies. 

But even beyond this, Legionnaires, individually and as members 
of their local posts, will do everything possible to assist veterans who 
may still be sioes to find gainful employment. 

We know, too, that this critical matter will hold the attention of 
this committee and, indeed, of the whole Congress during the present 
session. I assure you that we are ready to consult and to work with 
you and to throw the entire resources of our organization into any 
program you may devise or suggest, aimed at safeguarding the em- 
ployment security of our veterans. 
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With your permission, Robert M. McCurdy, of Pasadena, Calif., 
chairman of the American Legion’s national rehabilitation commis- 
sion, will offer a supplemental statement at the close of my remarks. 

May I conclude [ expressing once more my personal appreciation 
and that of the American Legion, for your courtesy in permitting me 
to appear before you today. I believe that this may be an eventful 
year in the field of veterans’ affairs. It may well be a year of chal- 
lenge to the very concept of veteran benefits. 

Should such a caatenee develop, it will be fully met. The pro- 
gram of veterans’ benefits you have fashioned will be preserved. Of 
this we are certain because it is the very purpose for being of the 
American Legion, and we know that it is your purpose, too. 

Mr. Chairman, at this time may I have the privilege and oppor- 
tunity of introducing for a bow, the national president of the Ameri- 
can Legion Auxiliary, Mrs. J. Pat Kelly, of Atlanta, Ga. [Applause. ] 

Also, I would like to introduce the national secretary of the Ameri- 
can Legion Auxiliary, Mrs. Jane Gould Rishworth. [Applause. ] 

May I also introduce my lovely wife, Mrs. John S. Gleason, Jr. 
[ Applause. } 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, do you want to bring Bob up to 
the microphone ? 

Bob, your own Congressman, Mr, H. Allen Smith from California, 
wanted a chance to say a word to you, but he did have to leave. He is 
on the Judiciary Committee, which this morning is dealing with the 
disability of the President, and it was necessary for him to leave, 
but he asked me to express to you that it is a pleasure to have you 
here, and he welcomes you here. 

Before we start, may I present Congressman Haley, of Florida. 
[Applause.] Also I want to present Congressman Sisk, of California, 


and Congressman Saylor, of Pennsylvania. [Applause.] 
Mr. McCurdy. 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT M. McCURDY, CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL 
REHABILITATION COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. McCurpy. Mr. Chairman, I have a supplementary statement 
that, with your permission, I would like to file and have inserted in 
the record with the attachments, without reading, and make some 
extended comments on various portions of that statement, if that is 
satisfactory. 

The CHarrman. That is fine. 

(The statement is as follows:) 


SoME ELEMENTS OF OUR LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 


Remarks of Robert M. McCurdy, chairman, national rehabilitation commission, 
the American Legion, before the House Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. Tues- 
day, February 25, 1958. 


It is a pleasure to appear before your committee. In the past your comment 
and inquiries with regard to the proposals placed before you have been of 
great assistance to us. We welcome the opportunity to make crystal clear the 
meaning of the programs which have been developed through action of our 
governing bodies—the national executive committee and the annual national 
convention. 

We are reiterating a long-held and oft-repeated statement when we say that 
the American Legion considers legislation for the servVice-disabled war veteran 
as having the highest priority. 
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We commend this Congress for its action in providing needed increases of 
monthly compensation awards for the service-disabled.. We were happy to 
support the passage of the bill which became Public Law 85-168 in the 1st 
session. We are cognizant of the service performed by your committee in the 
passage of such legislation. 

Our thanks are due the members of this committee for the progress made in 
the codification of laws administered by Veterans’ Administration and other 
laws governing administration of that agency. Public Law 85-56 of the Ist 
session should, and we believe will, result in the improvement of service to 
war veterans and their dependents through the simplification of administration 
which will result. 

It is in accord with American Legion policy to favor the codification and 
consolidation of veterans’ laws. Our staff has already advised you that we 
favor the approval of H. R. 9700 which will go far toward completing the task 
of consolidating veterans’ laws. 

The American Legion has been thankful for the experience we have had in our 
appearances before this committee. It is my desire to repeat and support the 
statements expressed by National Commander Gleason in that regard. 

The American Legion’s 1958 legislative program relating to rehabilitation, 
economics and child welfare, with which your committee is concerned, is 
attached to my statement. Resolutions requiring legislative action during the 
remainder of the 85th Congress were adopted by the 1956 and 1957 national con- 
ventions and by the national executive committee in meetings held in October 
1956 and May and November 1957. Digests of the resolutions show the purpose 
of each. Resolutions numbered 593 and 594, adopted by the 1957 national 
convention, are reproduced verbatim. No. 593 is a declaration of policy re- 
garding our rehabilitation program. No. 594 sets forth the responsibility of our 
posts, as an important part of the post community service program, in assisting 
war veterans and surviving dependents in securing benefits for which they may 
be eligible. 

At this time I should like to make brief reference to seven proposals which 
we earnestly hope may have early and favorable consideration of your com- 
mittee : 

1. Revive Veterans’ Administration loan guaranty and direct loan vet- 
erans’ housing programs. 

2. There are instances where election to take dependency and indemnity 
compensation adversely affects the interests of widows, children, and 
parents. We ask that Congress grant the right of reelection to take bene- 
fits previously payable in service-connected deaths occuring prior to January 
1, 1957, to correct this situation. 

3. We ask for an increase in monthly disability and death pension rates. 

4. It is our belief that Congress should provide the same basis for 
awards of death pension to widows and children of World War ITI veterans, 
and of Korean conflict veterans, as governs awards to such survivors of 
World War I veterans. 

5. We request the Congress te presume that veterans of World War I or 
II, or of the Korean conflict, are totally and permanently disabled at age 
65 for pension purposes, if such veterans meet the income and other limita- 
tions. 

6. Permit Korean conflict veterans to convert their national service life 
insurance term contracts te permanent plans and place such contracts on 
a dividend-paying basis from date of issue. 

7. Reopen for 1 year the privilege of contract for national service life 
insurance for insurable World War II and Korean conflict veterans and 
veterans of those periods whose insurability has been impaired by service- 
incurred disabilities. 

You may be sure that I concur heartily in the belief of National Commander 
Gleason that this committee will not approve those recommendations of the 
Bradley Commission which run counter to the philosophy of all legislation here- 
tofore considered and approved by this Committee and by the Congress. 


COMPENSATION AND PENSION 


Eleyate annyal-income limitations for death-pension purposes by $600 in the 
year of a veteran’s death (1956 convention Resolution No. 70). 

Redefine misconduct for disability pension purposes (1956 convention Resolu- 
tion No. 154). 
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Authorize VA Administrator to fix a special compensation rate for any service- 
connected disabled veteran inadequately compensated on a schedular evaluation 
of total (national executive committee, Resolution No. 34, October 1956). 

Make eligible for death pension the widows and children of servicemen whose 
deaths in World Wars I or II or the Korean conflict are held not service con- 
nected, except where inflicted lawfully as punishment for a crime (national 
executive committee, Resolution No. 45, October 1956). 

Modify the bases for benefit awards established by the Servicemen’s and Vet- 
erans’ Survivor Benefits Act (Public Law 881, 84th Cong.), as enumerated. 
(National executive committee, Resolution No. 46, May 1957.) 

1. Provide for a VA payment to widows with child or children of an addi- 
tional amount of dependency and indemnity compensation, without ceiling. 

2. Eliminate the sliding-scale system of payments for parents and provide for 
payment of dependency and indemnity compensation to dependent parents on 
the same legal basis as applies for death compensation in the amount of $75 if 
1 parent ; $50 each, if 2. 

3. Permit a beneficiary who has elected to receive dependency and indemnity 
compensation, in lieu of death compensation and/or servicemen’s indemnity, to 
renounce the election and receive benefits to which he or she was formerly en- 
titled. (1957 convention, Resolution No. 57 also asks this.) 

4. Provide that a widow’s election to receive dependency and indemnity com- 
pensation shall not adversely affect the benefits otherwise payable to a child 
not in her custody. 

5. Provide that the special allowance payable by VA upon certification of the 
Bureau of Old-Age and Survivors Insurance be paid by the BOASI rather than 
by the VA. 

6. Provide that a veteran who is under a disability within the meaning of the 


Social Security Act, solely because of service-connected disabilities, shall be 


deemed to have met the coverage requirements of such act for the purposes of 
a disability freeze and disability-insurance benefits. 

7. Provide that the OASI wage credits gained and the time spent in military 
service shall not be utilized in computing an individual’s average monthly wage 
if the use of such credits and such time would serve to lower the amount of 
social-security benefits otherwise payable. 

8. Provide, for the purpose of benefits under VA-administered laws, that a dis- 
charge or release from active military, naval, or air service shall not be effec- 
tive earlier than midnight of the day of such discharge or release, Public 881 
having made this provision for deaths after December 31, 1956, only. 

(It is anticipated that further additional modifications may be recommended 
in future, as experience indicates, through authority conferred by this 
resolution. ) 

Oppose any legislation which would deny pensions under VA-administered 
law to noncitizen veterans, widows, orphans, or parents residing in foreign 
countries (national executive committee, Resolution No. 48, May 1957). 

Elevate annual-income limitations for disability and death pension purposes 
from $1,400 and $2,700 to $1,800 and $3,000, respectively (1957 convention, Reso- 
lution No. 13). 

Exclude as annual income for death-pension purposes up to $3,000 commercial 
insurance (1957 convention, Resolution No. 77). 

Provide for full payment of accrued VA compensation, retirement pay, or 
pension, eliminating the 1-year limitation (1957 convention, Resolution No. 109). 

Permit any person receiving retired pay from Armed Forces to waive all or 
part to receive VA compensation or pension (1957 convention, Resolution No. 
126). 

Increase death-pension rates payable to widows and orphans of deceased 
veterans of World Wars I and II and the Korean conflict (1957 convention, 
Resolution No. 127). 

Provide identical basis for award of pension to surviving widows and children 
of veterans of World War II and the Korean conflict as now established for 
such survivors of World War I veterans (1957 convention, Resolution No. 158). 

Provide for service connection of the chronic functional psychoses and multiple 
sclerosis manifested to a eompensable degree within 3 years after separation 
from active wartime service (1957 convention, Resolution No. 155). 

Deem active pulmonary tuberculosis both permanent and total disability for 
pension purposes during all periods of hospitalization for treatment of such 
disease (1957 convention, Resolution No. 156). 
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Permit acceptance for disability and death pension purposes of waiver of part 
or all annuities or pensions paid by private firms, State, county, or municipal 
governments (1957 convention, Resolution No. 206). 

Except from offset provisions for social-security disability payment any VA 
compensation or pension payment to a child by reason of disability, any Armed 
Forces disability retirement pay, and any VA disability-pension payment (1957 
convention, Resolution No. 211). 

Oppose any legislative or administrative attempts to merge programs admin- 
istered by the Veterans’ Administration with Federal social-security benefit 
programs, and sponsor or support only such amendments to the Social Security 
Act as would correct defects or deficiencies in the act which affect veterans, 
their dependents, or servicemen (national executive committee, Resolution No. 30, 
November 1957). 

The American Legion is required to take immediate and vigorous action to 
protest consideration by the Congress of the United States of any legislation 
that would tie together any benefits awarded to veterans by virtue of their 
military service with any social-security benefit payments, and that the organi- 
zation inform the Congress of its firm belief that the earned and paid-for social- 
security benefits of each civilian veteran be paid in full as provided by law and 
be in no way used to influence or determine any monetary benefit awarded him 
as a veteran as a reward for his wartime military service to his country (1957 
convention, Resolution No. 100). 

INSURANCE 


Allow a veteran to apply for service-disabled veterans insurance (NSLI) 
within 1 year from VA notice of grant of service connection and of potential 
eligibility to this insurance (1956 convention Resolution No, 156). 

Permit payment of accrued servicemen’s indemnity installments to estate of 
beneficiary (1956 convention Resolution No. 163). 

Make veterans special term insurance (NSLI) contracts participating from 
date of issue (national executive committee, Resolution No. 35, October 1956). 

Modify basis for award of gratuitous national service life insurance so that 
a parent would be entitled upon establishing dependency (national executive 
committee Resolution No. 37, October 1956). 

Authorize conversion of veterans special term insurance (NSLI) to permanent 
plans (national executive committee, Resolution No. 38, October 1956). 

Toll time limitation for replacement or reinstatement of United States Gov- 
ernment or national service life insurance, surrendered under the Servicemen’s 
Indemnity Act of 1951, in the case of an incompetent veteran, so as to allow 
him 1 year after restoration to competency for replacement or reinstatement 
(national executive committee, Resolution No. 1, May 1957). 

Permit a veteran who, during the 120-day period following his separation from 
service and prior to January 1, 1957, either (a) was transferred to, or continued 
as a patient in, a veterans’ hospital because of mental illness, or (b) was a patient 
in any recognized public or private hospital or institution because of mental 
illness, to have 120 days within which to apply for veterans special term insur- 
ance (NSLI) after whichever of the following contingencies shall first occur: 
Either (1) his restoration to competency, or (2) his discharge from a veterans’ 
hospital or public or private hospital or institution, as cured, or (3) notification 
by the Veterans’ Administration to a duly appointed legal representative of the 
incompetent veteran of the veterans’ right to make an application for insurance 
(national executive committee, Resolution No. 5, May 1957). 

Permit payment of NSLI installments, accrued to date of a beneficiary’s death, 
to such beneficiary’s estate (national executive committee, Resolution No. 7, 
May 1957). 

Permit veterans of service between inclusive dates of October 8, 1940, and 
September 2, 1945, to obtain service-disabled veterans insurance (NSLI) upon 
application tn writing and required premium payment within 1 year after date 
of approval of necessary legislation, if determined by the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion for compensation purposes to have a service-connected disability less than 
total in degree, incurred in or aggravated by such service, providing legislation 
is approved which would give insurable veterans of such service a 1-year period 
within which to obtain participating national service life insurance (national 
executive committee, Resolution No. 8, May 1957). 

Authorize issuance, upon application within 1 year after date of necessary 
amendatory legislation, of (1) United States Government life insurance to 
insurable World War I veterans of service between October 6, 1917, and July 2, 
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1921; (2) participating national service life insurance to insurable World War 
II veterans of service between October 8, 1940, and September 2, 1945; (3) non- 
participating national service life insurance term contracts (veterans special 
term insurance) to insurable veterans of service in the Korean conflict between 
June 27, 1950, and January 31, 1955; and (4) nonparticipating national service 
life insurance term or permanent plan contracts (service-disabled veterans 
insurance) to veterans of service in the Korean conflict between June 27, 1950, 
and January 31, 1955, whom VA has determined to have a service-connected 
disability impairing their insurability (1957 convention, Resolution No. 508). 


MEDICAL AND HOSPITAL 


Name the VA hospital in Fresno, Calif., for B. W. Gearhart (1956 convention, 
resolution No. 25). 

Oppose any curtailment of hospitalization of war veterans now provided by 
Veterans’ Administration through statutory authority, and urge increased VA 
hospital facilities for mentally ill (1956 convention, resolution No. 49). 

Federal Government appropriate annually for 5 consecutive years funds—to 
be matched equally by States or Territories—for construction, modernization, ad- 
ditions, and improvements of domiciliary, hospital, and auxiliary structures at 
State or Territorial veterans’ homes (1956 convention, Resolution No. 97). 

Erect an administration building at the Fort Snelling VA installation, Min- 
neapolis, Minn., and at other installations where such a building is found to be 
feasible and necessary (1956 convention, Resolution No. 132) ; erect one at Boise, 
Idaho (national executive committee, Resolution No. 47, May 1957 

Make concerted effort to secure Federal funds and/or scholarships for quali- 
fled young people needing aid to enter approved nursing schools (1956 conven- 
tion, Resolution No. 200). 

Urge full utilization of all beds in VA hospitals when need is shown and staffs 
ean be obtained and, to promote such utilization, urge, also, conversion of facili- 
ties wherever possible and desirable, and that every possible effort be made to 
recruit needed personnel (1956 convention, Resolution No, 211), 

Provide adequate funds for VA outpatient dental program (1956 convention, 
Resolution No. 305). 

Increase mileage and per diem allowances for veterans authorized to travel to 
and from VA installations so they are comparable to allowances for Federal 
employees on travel status (1956 convention, Resolution No. 396). 

Name the VA hospital, Seattle, Wash., for George E,. Flood (national executive 
committee, Resolution No, 7, October 1956). 

Establish a Presidential commission on nursing services (national executive 
committee, Resolution No. 41, October 1956). 

Name the VA hospital, 880 South Damen Avenue, Chicago, Ill., for A. A. 
Sprague (national executive committee, Resolution No. 43, October 1956). 

Oppose any legislation which would drastically reduce payments of pension, 
compensation, or retirement pay to veterans in Federal and State hospitals and 
homes (national executive committe, Resolution No, 6, May 1957; 1957 conven- 
tion, Resolution No. 146). 

Provide medical care for United States veterans residing in Philippines and 
support a program for better utilization of veterans’ hospital facilities in Manila, 
Philippine Islands (national executive committee, Resolution No. 18, May 1957). 

The American Legion supports the VA hospitalization program as provided 
for by statute, and will oppose any legislative or administrative measures re- 
stricting present eligibility requirements for admission (1957 convention, Resolu- 
tion No. 145). 

Object strongly to the closing or transfer from Veterans’ Administration juris- 
diction of any VA hospital without consideration by the Congress of the United 
States (1957 convention, Resolution No. 187). 

Provide VA medical care for United States citizens residing abroad, if eligible 
in United States (national executive committee, Resolution No. 82, October 
1956). 

Provide a more equitable and realistic program of salaries and promotion in 
VA medical service so agency can compete successfully for sufficient personnel 
(1957 convention, Resolution No. 325). 

Insist that rules and regulations governing admission of veterans to VA hos- 
pitals be prescribed by VA in conformity with statutory authority (1957 con- 
vention, Resolution No. 416). 

Name the new VA hospital at Topeka, Kans., for Harry W. Colmery and Ralph 
T. O’Neil (1957 convention, Resolution No. 507). 
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Insure that the Veterans’ Administration will at all times have full authority 
to make maximum use of all categories of hospital beds, regardless of the type 
of care and treatment for which such beds were originally provided (national 
executive committee, Resolution No. 31, November 1957). 

Give full and strong support to VA in its request and justification for adequate 
funds for medical research, in consonance with the fully developed belief that 
VA medical research is a basic essential of medical practice second to none (na- 
tional executive committee, Resolution No. 32, November 1957). 


BURIAL BENEFITS 


Provide for VA payment of an additional $75 burial allowance for acquisition 
of burial site for a deceased veteran (national executive committee, Resolution 
No. 33, October 1956). 

Provide VA payment for transporting the body of a veteran, who dies in a 
State veterans’ home, to place of burial within continental United States (na- 
tional executive committee, Resolution No. 39, October 1956). 

Permit VA burial-allowance payment where discharge requirements are or 
have been met through a change by competent authority (national executive com- 
mittee, Resolution No. 46, October 1956). 

Increase VA burial allowance from $150 to $250 (1957 convention, Resolution 
No. 326). 


EDUCATION AND TRAINING 


Amend War Orphans’ Educational Assistance Act of 1956 (Public Law 634, 
84th Cong.) to— 

(1) authorize Filipino war orphans otherwise eligible to pursue their edu- 
cation while residing in the Philippines (national executive committee, Reso- 
lution No. 36, October 1956) 

(2) permit special restorative training needed for speech, voice, and other 
physical and mental disabilities at age VA considers most beneficial (na- 
tional executive committee, Resolution No. 38, May 1957) and 

(3) provide educational benefits for all war orphans eligible for VA serv- 
ice-connected death compensation (1957 convention, Resolution No. 53). 

Amend Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952 (Public Law 550, 82d 
Cong.) to— 

(1) permit more than one change of program when veteran’s inability to 
continue a program is caused by circumstances beyond his control (national 
executive committee, Resolution No. 36, October 1956: and 

(2) permit a change of program following reenlistment or recall to active 
service and subsequent separation (national executive committee, Resolution 
No. 15, May 1957). 


HOUSING 


Permit VA guaranteed and direct home loans in Territory of Alaska up to 
$15,000 (1956 convention, Resolution No. 224). 

Urge Congress to make more money available for the veterans’ farm loan pro- 
gram (1956 convention, Resolution No. 228). 

Extend VA home loan program for World War II veterans to June 30, 1962 
(1956 convention, Resolution No. 513). 

Provide VA Administrator with same authority to regulate home loan interest 
rates as FHA Administrator exercises over FHA loans (1957 convention, Reso- 
lution No. 4). 

Increase the maximum for loans under VA direct loan program to $13,500 (1957 
convention, Resolution No. 566). 

Oppose transfer from the Veterans’ Administration of the veterans’ home loan 
program (1957 convention, Resolution No. 606). 


MISCELLANEOUS 


The national rehabilitation commission of the American Legion shall do every- 
thing within its power to maintain all of the present veterans’ legislation passed 
by Congress, such to be amended only where they can be made clearer or more 
effective (1956 convention, Resolution No. 128). 

Endorse congressional investigation of fund solicitations in name of veterans 
(1956 convention, Resolution No. 152). 

Provide that each period of service in the Armed Forces be considered sep- 
arately in the determination of the entitlement of a veteran or survivor to VA- 
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administered benefits, except where provisions of law shall authorize a benefit 
award based upon the service performed in multiple periods (national executive 
committee, Resolution No, 40, October 1956). 

Give a veteran or dependent, who has rights forfeited by VA, the right to 
take his case to a Federal court, and empower such a court to set aside the for- 
feiture (national executive committee, Resolution No. 44, October 1956). 

The American Legion’s approaches to Congress and to the executive branch 
of the Government in connection with veterans’ programs relating to ‘rehabili- 
tation shall be confined to subjects and functions pertinent thereto (national 
executive committee, Resolution No. 47, October 1956). 

Provide sufficient funds through Federal appropriation so all of the Armed 
Forces will compile a list, by States, of all personnel who served in the military 
or naval forces during World War II and the Korean conflict, such list to be 
furnished to the adjutant general of each State (1957 convention, Resolution 
No. 143). 

Extend full recognition of service to the WAAC (1957 convention, Resolution 
No. 327). 

Provide that those members of training camps held under the National De- 
fense Act of June 3, 1916, at the Presidio of San Francisco, Plattsburg, N. Y., 
and Fort Sheridan, Ill., between July 18 and September 16, 1918, who served 
under temporary enlistments and immediately entered active military service 
upon termination of such enlistment be deemed to have performed active mili- 
tary service during the period of the temporary enlistment (1957 convention, 
Resolution No. 390). 

Prevent levy on veteran benefit payments for collection of Federal taxes (1957 
convention, Resolution No. 22 





1957 NATIONAL CONVENTION OF THE AMERICAN LEGION, ATLANTIC City, N. J., 
SEPTEMBER 16-19, 1957 


RESOLUTION NO, 593 


Committee: Rehabilitation (policy). 
Subject: Rehabilitation statement of policy. 


STATEMENT OF POLICY 


The American Legion reiterates the pronouncements of 1921 and 1934; namely, 
the statement of policy defining the responsibilities of the national rehabilitation 
program as adopted at the 1921 national convention, and Resolution 234, as 
adopted by the 1934 national convention, and amended by Resolution 512 of the 
1956 national convention, and makes the following statement of policy: 

This is done so that war veterans, as the term derives from service in World 
War I, World War II, and the Korean conflict, and dependents and surviving 
dependents, and the general public may understand the position of the American 
Legion as approved by the 39th national convention of the organization held in 
Atlantic City, N. J., September 16-19, 1957. 

1. We believe that the cost of veterans affairs is a direct, if delayed, cost 
of war. This includes our conviction that veterans’ affairs are a Federal obliga- 
tion. 

2. Though we are conscious of the tax burden created by war activities, we 
also know that the cost of that part of war attributed to veterans’ affairs has not 
increased disproportionately to the increase in the national income. 

3. We deplore the continued and studied effort of the Bureau of the Budget, 
acting through such agencies as the Commission on Organization of the Execu- 
tive Branch of the Government and the President’s Commission on Veterans 
Pensions, to take from the veteran and his family the honorable status they have 
occupied as a special group, made so by the veterans’ service to the Armed 
Forces in time of war. 

4. It is our belief that the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs should be the 
spokesman for veterans’ affairs, that the Administrator should be permitted to 
inform Congress and the general public on matters relating to this field, without 
intervening and deadening opposition or control by the Budget Bureau. 

5. Compensation for the service disabled: Beginning in 1919, we have con- 
tinuously advocated the award of adequate compensation for those with service 
disabilities. World War II and the Korean conflict have emphasized the im- 
portance of this position. To the degree that such a veteran is disabled, he is 
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entitled to a compensation award which will provide all that money ean do 
toward overcoming the handicap incurred in war. j 

6. Death compensation: Widows and dependent children of those who die 
in service, and of those who die after service, where death is attributed to service, 
shall continue to be acknowledged as eligible for receipt of death compensation 
(dependency and indemnity compensation). 

7. Pensions: Regarding veterans’ pensions, the American Legion favors (1) 
continuance of the present Federal and American Legion policy that eligibility 
for non-service-connected disability pensions be dependent upon limited other 
income; (2) an increase in the present disability-pension rates consistent with 
increased costs of living; and (3) that, at age 65, veterans who meet the income 
requirements for disability pensions shall be presumed, because of their age, to 
meet the disability and unemployability requirements under the present pension 
laws and regulations. 

8. Death pensions: We believe that widows and other surviving dependents of 
veterans of World War II and the Korean conflict should be eligible to death 
pensions on the same basis of eligibility that has been provided in law for 
similar groups in relation to World War I. There exists a great need to in- 
crease the amount of the benefit for all eligibles in this group. 

9. Hospitalization: The veterans’ hospitalization program established by Con- 
gress and administered by the Veterans’ Administration shall be preserved for 
those suffering from service-connected disabilities and for other veterans who 
are unable to obtain and pay for hospital care and who may be suffering from 
nonservice ailments. The limited number of VA hospital beds calls for strict 
observance of the requirements laid down by Congress and the order of priority 
established under the law. 

10. We deplore the effort which has been made by the Budget Bureau, through 
that agency’s contributions to the President’s budget messages, through the 
President’s Commission on Veterans Pensions, and through other acts and efforts 
to confuse pensions with benefit programs operating in other fields. The effort 
of the Budget Bureau to shift the cost of veterans’ pensions from general ap- 
propriations supported by all taxpayers with the tax graded according to in- 
come, to a more limited field such as social security, is discriminatory and is 
obviously an attempt to confuse the pension program, now considered as a cost 
of war, with other programs designed to meet specific purposes in separate 
fields. 

11. This statement of policy is based upon our belief that there is an actual 
and specific difference between those who discharged that obligation of citizen- 
ship which calls for service in the Armed Forces in time of war and those who 
did not. 


1957 NATIONAL CONVENTION OF THE AMERICAN LEGION, ATLANTIC CiTy, N. J., 
SEPTEMBER 16-19, 1957 


RESOLUTION NO. 594 


Committee: Rehabilitation (policy). 
Subject: Rehabilitation in community service. 


REHABILITATION IN COMMUNITY SERVICE 


The American Legion is expressed in the post community service program, 

An important part of community service lies in care of the disabled war veteran 
who is your neighbor dowa the street. 

The 39th national convention holds the belief that the American Legion post 
should never cease to work for the disabled war veteran, whether his disability 
is physical, mental, or economic. 

Official estimates tell us that, in the year ending June 30, 1958, there will be: 

1. 94,000 deaths among World War I veterans, 64,000 deaths among World 
War II veterans, 8,000 deaths among Korean conflict veterans. 

One or more among these groups will have lived in the jurisdiction of some 
American Legion post. From these deaths there will be an estimated 127,000 
claims. There is an obligation to see that the surviving dependents have the 
expert guidance of American Legion service officers in perfecting claims for 
veterans’ benefits. 

2. Official estimates say that 1,047,000 World War I veterans will be in the 
age group of 65 by June 30, 1958. 
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There will be 22,000 World War II veterans in the same age bracket on that 
date. 

This means 204,000 war veterans will be reaching the arbitrary retirement age 
during this fiscal year. 

Each post commander has an obligation to see what his post may do in assist- 
ing war veterans in this age group eligible for part III pensions, for private 
retirement plans, and for social-security retirement benefits. 

3. Official estimates tell us there will be an average of 552,000 Korean con- 
flict veterans living as trainees under Public Law 550. It is the responsibility 
of each post commander to see that every eligible Korean conflict veteran is 
advised of the advantages of training under Public 550. 

4, The workload of the post commander includes responsibility for seeing 
that no eligible war orphan neglects the training that is available under Public 
Law 634. There will be an average monthly load of 7,000 in this class over the 
Nation during the year ending June 30, 1958. 

The settlement of claims for disability benefits under existing Government 

programs is an important function of American Legion service officers; 18,200 
| war veterans will be seeking settlement of disability claims under national 
service life insurance, and 2,200 veterans will have disability claims under 
United States Government life insurance during this Legion year. Each post 
commander has an obligation to see that such claimants have an opportunity to 
use the expert assistance of American Legion service officers in perfecting such 
claims. 
6. About 500,000 war veterans will be seeking VA medical and hospital care 
this year. In addition to their need for medical care, these veterans have family 
problems to be met while they are under medical care. Each post commander 
has the responsibility of seeing that the eligible members in his community get 
the benefit of all the assistance the rehabilitation and child-welfare programs 
can provide. 

7. There will be 203,000 new claims for disability compensation and disability 
pensions. Filing a claim is the first step in securing assistance for the disabled 
war veterans. The post commander has an obligation to see that eligible war 
veterans in his community have assistance of American Legion service officers 
in consideration of such claims. 

The department service officers and the claims workers are available to exert 
their greatest efforts in behalf of these seven different groups in the American 
Legion and the general war veteran population. 

It is the original responsibility of the post and the post commander to see 
that no deserving war veteran, no deserving dependent of a war veteran, fails 
to secure veterans’ benefits by reason of neglect in any community where there 
is an American Legion post. 

This policy statement of the estimated workload for veterans’ benefits and 
the American Legion post responsibility in relation thereto is approved by the 
39th national convention of the American Legion at Atlantie City, N. J., Sep- 
tember 16-19, 1957. 


Mr. McCurpy. I want first to say that I thank the members of the 
committee for their courtesy. I always consider it a high honor and 
a real pleasure to come before this committee. Your reception has 
always been what I consider very generous, and while sometimes we 
have not entirely agreed I have the utmost admiration and respect 
for this committee. 

T also want to thank you for the trouble you went to in getting this 
room for us. 

We have here with us today our “service battalion.” These men are 
dedicated to the cause of rehabilitation, and there were some of them 
that were reminiscing, those that served with me when I first served 
as chairman of the rehabilitation committee in 1929, that all during 
this period of years we have had sustained endeavors in behalf of the 
veterans that we believed warranted and justified a request to appear 
before your honorable body. 
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I want to say one more word for your fine staff. We know, too, 
what a wonderful staff you have and we know what trouble it causes 
them when we move in in this manner, with such a big room, and we 
extend our thanks to them, also. 

I have outlined seven points in my prepared statement and I am 
just going to review them briefly: 

1. Revive Veterans’ Administration loan guaranty and direct loan 
veterans’ housing programs. 

2. There are instances where election to take dependency and in- 
demnity compensation adversely affects the interests of widows, chil- 
dren and parents.’ We ask that Congress grant the right of reelection 
to take benefits previously payable in service- -connected deaths oceur- 
ring prior to January 1, 19: 57, to correct this situation. 

3. We ask for an increase in monthly disability and death pension 
rates. 

4. It is our belief that Congress should provide the same basis for 
awards of death pension to widows and children of World War II 
veterans and of Korean conflict veterans as governs awards to such 
survivors of World War I veterans. 

. We request the Congress to presume that veterans of World 
Wars I and I, or of the Korean conflict, are totally and permanently 
disabled at age 65 for pension purposes, if such veterans meet the 
ee and other limitations. 

Permit Korean conflict veterans to convert their national service 
life insurance term contracts to permanent plans, and place such 
contracts on a dividend-paying basis from date of issue. 

Reopen for 1 year the privilege of contract for national service 
lide: insurance for insurable World War II and Korean conflict: vet- 
erans and veterans of those periods whose insurability has been im- 
paired by service-incurred disabilities. 

Those are the seven points that I want to just chat with you a minute 
about, on the basis of principle, to tell you some of the things that 
give us great concern. I hear this from every State in the United 

tates, as represented by the group here this morning. 

We hear of the necessity of an added budget because of our great 
national defense program. We are all concerned with sputnik and 
they are building the Explorers and Nikes and atomic submarines 
and all sorts of modern materials of war. I pose this question: 

You can have all the materials of war you want and it is still the 
men—it is still manpower in any w ar—whether it is technical or the 
foot soldier, as many in this room had the experience of being. 

The reason I raise that point is: I believe that in the expansion of 
defense, the first concern should be the protection of manpower, and 
I believe it is a very poor place to start economy, to expand technically 
and take the cost from those who bear the brunt and now need your 
help. We do not think that is right, and we are greatly concerned 
when we hear that kind of thing stated. 

We are concerned with the hospital construction program. Again, 
I commend and compliment this committee. You had a wonderful 
program of rehabilitation that cost some $600 million, That was your 
program. It included rehabilitation and construction. Now we feel 
a deep frustration. We have an intense feeling of frustration because 
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your fine programs are not rapidly being accomplished, We ask 
Ww hy ?” 

The committee makes the authorization, the Congress grants the 
authorizations and makes the necessary appropriations, then we can’t 
get the construction done, and we think that is due to blocking tactics, 
unwarranted and unnecessary delays caused by the Bureau of the 
Budget, and we don’t like it. 

We are perfectly willing to go along with this committee and with 
the Congress of the U nited States, but when your fine programs are 
blocked, ' we believe it is time that we all take a good look to see how 
the will of Congress is frustrated in that manner. 

I don’t believe in veteran benefits and welfare based on economics 
only. We have those groups in the United States whose every ap- 
proach is based on economics. We also have some fine people whose 
approach is based on the humanities. Certainly, there is a place 
where we can reconcile these two and coordinate our humanities with 
the economics of the situation, to come out reasonably at a point where 
our veterans, who are sick and in need, can be sustained, 

Now we say that the Bureau of the Budget i is not only responsible 
for the delay in construction, but that agency is now recommending a 
closing of existing beds and this is in the face of a waiting list today 
of more than 20,000 veterans. 

Now, we believe that those beds should be utilized in the categories 
as needed, and as determined by the Veterans’ Administration. 

Now, Mr. Higley, when he was Administrator, told us he was 
prohibited from formal presentation of his viewpoints. He asked 
for what he deemed enough. It was arbitrarily reduced by the Bu- 
reau of the Budget, and Members of Congress then had to fight it out 
amongst themselves; and, from your own knowledge of the needs. 
Thank God, we have a committee that does have good knowledge and 
has been able to sustain the veterans’ program. 

Now, in the practical application of this 1,000-bed cutback, there 
are 3 or 4 ways that it can be done in a manner which will save some 
money. One method would be to close some hospitals. This is the 
most economically efficient way to do it; that is, to close entire 
neyOey 

Now, I don’t know which of you want hospitals closed in your 
Sts ate—I’ m certain none does. With our growing population in Cali- 
fornia, I am very sure that we want no hospitals closed in our State. 

The second way you could do it would be to close buildings of hospi- 
tals. This would not be as economical, would not be as efficient, but 
it would create some savings, not significant. 

The third way is to close a ward or close some beds within a ward, 
You all obviously see that that does not accomplish the goal of 
economy as outlined in the budget message. 

In its practical application, then, we can’t think that it could be 
successful. They mentioned the 1,000-bed cutback in a conference 
with the Chief Medical Director of the Veterans Administration on 
Sunday. He said that the instruction was that he now start cutting 
back as of April 1. 





2432 1958 LEGISLATIVE PROGRAMS 


The Appropriations Committee won’t have final action until when ? 
June, July, or August—somewhere in there, but he said: 


I can’t possibly meet this goal unless we start on April 1 to cut this, and I 
have every intention of doing so, to live within that projected budget, because 
those are my instructions. 

Now that isn’t the intent of this committee, or it isn’t the intent 
of Congress, to project. an appropriation bill that was reduced from 
the amount "requested by the men who know, sent to Congress, and 
assumed to have been passed before you have adequate opportunity 
for consideration. 

We think that this is an unnecessary and undue hardship on those 
who need hospitalization in a VA hospital and we trust that some 
action be taken to stop that type of operation. 

This particular situation has come up because of the TB beds. I 
would like to show you what is happening with relation to the 
tuberculosis situation : 

They say that these people don’t have TB anymore. I mean, from 
publicity you might get that impression. What it means is that 
medicine has advanced | greatly in the treatment of tuberculosis so that 
now the death rate has been lowered materially, but the incidence rate 
this year is up. Right now it is up. The incidence rate of active 
pulmonary tuberculosis is still on the i increase, but they now catch it so 
you do not have the death rate that reflects it as the fatal and serious 
disease it once was. 

So, with this new treatment, they send these people back to their 
communities. What does it do to us in the community? Your State 
health departments and your city health departments are directly and 
legally responsible for the control of all those TB’s; so we have to add 
staffs to do followups and control these men that are in our com- 
munities. It means that our welfare programs had to add staffs. It 
means our costs are up, It means that our doctors have to contribute. 

Now, in our State, when the sick are on welfare, doctors get paid 
through a fund that the State of California Legislature has appro- 
priated. And what is this but a big switch? It is a switch from the 
Federal Government, where we think the obligation should be, to the 
local community government. And, on a complete analysis of all the 
costs, I question very deeply whether there is any genuine and true 
economy in that technique. That is a question that, “y suppose, could 
be projected further. 

Then we have them in our community as a public health menace, 
active tuberculars, walking around the community and the restaurants 
and in close association in employment; so I wonder if we are accom- 
plishing anything by gettnig these men out, taking advantage of the 
closing of the beds for the tuberculars, just because we are going to save 
a few dollars doing it; or are we just outsmarting ourselves and, by 
this technique, creating the very problem that we are trying to solve? 
There is certainly a possibility that that is true. 

Now, we have heard about the Bradley Commission, and one thing 
that would just drive anybody “screwy” are the rumors in that con- 
nection. We hear rumors of everything that is going to happen. We 
hear rumors that reports have been submitted and that they contain 
this and that and the other thing, some which would be very distaste- 
ful, to say the least, to us. 
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The one rumor that is current at this meeting is that they want Con- 
gress to change our disability pension system—put im a grandfather 
clause. 

I have one man present in this room who says, “I am 69 years old; 
I have a wife; I work every day; I pay a little tax; I am self-support- 
ing, and if this is goiag to happen so that I will have no money, I am 
going to file my claim the next morning if this might become a reality, 
in order that it will be granted in the afternoon, so that I will be 
bracketed in on the grandfather clause, too.” 

That is a factual thing that was mentioned to me personally 
yesterday. 

If you have a great number of those between 65 and 75, employed, 
that said “I can’t take a chance with my security, I have to do it,” 
that wouldn’t be too economical. It wouldn’t be a desirable thing at 
all and, of course, we think that it would be a very bad thing. 

Among other things, I am a member of the Governor’s Committee 
for the Employment of the Handicapped in California. I was one of 
the initial members appointed by Chief Justice Warren, and subse- 
quently by other governors, and we break our backs, we do our 
darndest, we do our best, and work hard to make these people self- 
respectiing and self-supporting and to get them down to making them- 
selves good citizens and paying their share of the costs and taking a 
place in the community and making some contribution to do this, and 
we believe that when you take away this security that you will en- 
courage “rocking-chair money,” and I know all of the committee are 
experienced enough to know what I mean by “rocking-chair money.” 
You will put them out of productive employment. 

All of these rumors are nothing more than what I would call a cold 
war on veterans. We sure are having a cold war on veterans; and, 
of course, I guess that we are pretty good at starting a cold war back, 
too, but the trouble is that we don’t know where to start it yet, and 
if they will just make up their minds and tell us the problem, we 
will know where to start and will do our best to start a cold war back. 
We had hoped we would know it at this meeting. 

My last subject concerns the review of compensation awards. 

You are all familiar with that. There isn’t a thing wrong with 
the idea of a review, in itself. You all know, at other times I have 
appeared here that I have, without exception, endorsed and supported 
any type of investigation that this committee, or any agency of the 
Government, wants to embark on, and I believe that these programs 
will stand on their own merits and do stand on their own merits and 
they are strengthened by these investigations, but we find in this 
survey of compensation awards that the veteran is not being given 
the benefit of the doubt. 

We find that rating officials are working in an atmosphere of fear. 
Someone is breathing down their necks, looking over their shoulder, 
and they do not give the man his due rights and benefit of the doubt. 

What can be done about that, I do not know, but pose this question : 

Is it fair to take a man who in 1945 was rated as service-connected, 
where it was found at that time he complied with the law and had suf- 
ficient evidence to get that rating, to come 12 or 14 years after he is 
rated and say “No, we made an error, so we will give you 60 days to 
get the evidence, or we are going to break service connection.” Is 
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that fair? I mean, that is 12 or 14 years afterwards, So we hope 
that there will be some action to restore the climate of rating boards 
where they can rate honestly and give the veteran the benefit of the 
doubt, and not be influenced by undue pressures to save money. 

You know I could talk on this subject a long time, but I have taken 
too long now. I just want to say again that I am grateful to you and 
appreciate your tolerance. I have a deep feeling on this, anil believe 
in it with all my heart. I know that this group of shock troops with 
me, who are doing service work throughout the United States, believe 
in it with me, and we leave it with you for your consideration. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Bob, I see that Congressman Allen Smith has 
come back in the room and I know he wants to say something, al- 
though I did welcome you in his name, but I will still call on him 
again. 

Mr. Smiru. Thank you, 

I want to apologize for not being here at the opening. I had to be 
present at the Judiciary Committee session. In addition to the 
Presidential disability bill, which we are considering, there are the 
Purple Heart and World War veterans along with Mr. Teague’s bill 
this morning. 

I can’t be in two places at once, but I commend you on your state- 
ment, and am proud to represent the congressional district where Mr. 
McCurdy resides, one of our outstanding and distinguished citizens 
and dearly beloved and respected in that area. 

I want the committee to know that I felt this way and am sorry I 
was not here during all of your presentation. 

Mr. McCourpy. Thank you very much, 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Allen. 

I would like the members of the Legion to know that there are a 
number of members absent from our committee this morning includ- 
ing Judge Shuford, who is in the hospital. Nearly all of us have 
two committees going at the same time. I see we have one visitor 
not on our committee, Congressman Jim Fulton, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Commander, I would like to comment just a second on some of 
the things that you have said. 

First, this committee has been expecting that the Bradley message 
would come up from the White House. Just why it has not come I 
do not know, but maybe it is for the best. ‘Time mellows some things, 
and it may be best that it has not yet come up. 

I think I can speak for the entire membership of this committee 
when I tell you and your fellow Legionnaires here, that you have 
nothing to fear from this committee. Not a single member of this 
committee, not a single Member of the United States Congress, has 
sponsored any bill that would take one dime away from any veteran. 
We assure you there js no sentiment in that direction. 

There is no sentiment in Congress toward reducing any veteran bene- 
fits or cutting out any veteran benefits; so, Bob, when you hear those 
rumors, I think without a doubt you can just say, “Forget it and quit 
talking about it.” 

This committee will soon start hearings on housing. Just what we 
will do, I don’t know. There is a considerable difference of opinion 
as to what is the best thing to do about the housing program. 
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As far as hospitals are concerned, this committee is very much dis- 
turbed about what has happened and what the Bureau of the Budget 
has been doing. We have sent a letter to our own appropriations 
subcommittee, pointing out what is happening with hospital beds, 
and we have had prepared a resolution directing that the Bureau of 
the Budget refrain from closing beds, that these beds be used as they 
were intended to be used. 

‘That resolution will be taken up in the committee very soon. There 
are 1,600,000 civilian hospital beds in our country and there is a wait- 
ing list for nearly all of them, so I do not think that 128,000 hospital 
beds are going to socialize medicine in our country, or destroy the 
civilian setup that we have. 

As far as compensation is concerned, Bob, we are very much aware 
of this review. We have kept up with it every step of the way, and 
I agree with you 100 percent, that the review was not wrong as di- 
rected by Mr. Higley, but it has not been carried out that way. 

Several members of this committee have gone to different regional 
viliices and inspected some of the cases under review. I think that every 
member I have talked to has told me they agree with you, that the 
veteran has not gotten the benefit of the doubt. 

We intend to follow this review until we get sufficient informa- 
won to hold a hearing. We have already sent to the VA about 30 
causes, and asked them.to differentiate between “clear and unmistakable 
error” and “opinion.” 

So I believe, Mr. Commander, and all the Legionnaires here, that 
{ can assure you that this committee is well aware of what is happen- 
ing in the veterans’ field; that this committee is very sympathetic to 
the whole veterans program, and that you need have no fear as to 
what will occur in the Congress, as far as veterans programs are con- 
cerned. 

I would like to call on the members of the committee who might 
have a question. 

Mrs. Rogers. 

Mrs. Rocers. I would just like to say how very fine I think your 
statement was, Mr. National Commander. You took Massachusetts 
by storm. You didn’t bring the storm. We did not treat you very 
well, but I think if you ran for a statewide office that you would be 
elected for anything you wanted to run for. 

As for Mr. McCurdy, you know what I think of you, Brother 
McCurdy, on your great fight. 

I say today that you, on behalf of the needs of the war veterans, 
should not be too ladylike. The chairman has promised that the com- 
mittee will do nothing to do any harm. I think we ought to do a lot 
more in legislation. ‘As for the President, I have no right to speak 
for him, but if you cast your mind back, certainly President Eisen- 
hower has not vetoed bills, and I am now just as sure as I am that I am 
alive, even with your so-called pension bill, if it should pass our 
committee and pass the House on the other side, that it would be 
signed by the President of the United States. 

‘I think as to the review of claims, everybody just disowns the 
authorship of that review, but it certainly was the most. vicious thing 
and caused untold suffering and untold hardship. 

I am awfully grateful to the American Legion and all it has stood 
for and is standing for today. You fight just as hard im peace as you 
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do in time of war, and just keep on fighting harder, and do not forget 
the Appropriations Committee, that cuts many of your benefits. 
Fight them hard. [Applause. | 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, would you like to call on Mr. 
Duggan. 

Mr. Guxason. I don’t think so. 

Mr. Dueean. Thank you, no, Mr. Chairman. I think our legisla- 
tive program has been well presented. 

The Cuairman. Dr. Long, have you any questions? 

Mr. Lone. I don’t have any particular questions, but there are a 
few things I would like to ask the commander, although, probably, 
this is not the place. 

I do, however, wish to compliment both of these gentlemen on the 
splendid statements they have made and I can say, for one member of 
this committee—and I am sure for all of them—we are in agreement 
with the general purport of your statement. 

I notice that both of you mentioned the housing problem, and the 
need for housing. 

There is one thing about the housing problem that bothers me 
very much. Before I go any further on that I might mention that 
I am working with the chairman and we are doing all that we can to 
get all the beds reactivated that we possibly can, and we are trying 
to stop the closing of the beds wherever they are needed, and we 
know they are needed, and I think that most of these beds that have 
been closed can be used, and are needed, and should be used. 

I would like to ask you just this one question, regarding the in- 
terest rate—and you remember that we did not raise the interest rate 
last year, but kept it at 414. 

I just wondered if the commander would like to say just a word 
regarding what he thinks should be done in that respect at this parti- 
cular time, if you feel that you should do that? If you do not think 
this is the proper time, just say so. 

Mr. Gueason. No, Mr. Long, I am happy that you brought that up. 

The American Legion’s position is that we would like to see the 
Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs have the same authority as the 
Administrator of the Federal Housing Administration in raising or 
lowering interest rates, as our economy goes up or down, as it fluctu- 
ates, because we believe that there are many, many veterans through- 
out the United States who are being held back from purchasing homes 
because of this fact, 

Mr. Lone. Thank you very kindly. That isall. 

The Cuamman. Mr. William Jennings Bryan Dorn. 

Mr. Dorn. I have no questions, 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Sisk, of California. 

Mr. Sisk. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to join with my colleagues 
on the committee in expressing my appreciation for a very excellent 
statement this morning from both gentlemen, and certainly I concur 
in everything that the chairman of this committee had to say this 
morning, with reference to a great many fears that I know are preva- 
lent across the country, and I want to say you have nothing to fear 
from this committee and you have nothing to fear, so far as I know, 
from any Member of the Congress of the United States, as to any 
type of cuts in veteran benefits. 

I thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuatrman. Mr. Ayres, of Ohio, 

Mr. Ayres. Mr. Commander, I simply wish to commend you on your 
statement, and I was glad to hear you state exactly what the Ameri- 
can Legion’s position is on the housing program. 

As you perhaps recall, Past Commander Seaborn Collins stated 
what we all thought was the American Legion’s position a year ago. 

Then I believe it was this same grou Bob met and reversed his 
testimony. At that time he said it was his position that the interest 
rate should be increased. Then a statement came out from some or- 

anization representing the Legion. saying that “Past Commandet 
ollins was not speaking for the Legion,” 

I assume that you are speaking here as the commander, and that 
there will not be any other organization connection with the Legion 
reversing you. 

Now, that was so embarrassing to those of us who had been fighting 
for some time, Mr. Commander, for a realistic interest rate. There is 
one thing that makes it difficult here, for Members of Congress. 

The committee is smart enough, with all due respect to your pro- 
fessional knowledge, but it isn’t smart to be known as the bankers’ 
friend. 

Mr. Gieason. Please don’t hold it against me. 

Mr. Ayres. So when we advocate a real interest. rate, we realize 
that is the only thing that is wrong with the GI loan program, 
which you will agree, and the reason there aren’t any homes being 
made today is because the mortgage money isn’t available. 

I had a bill in to remove the ceiling on interest rates. I think if we 
are to eliminate the vicious discount practice in this country we are 
going to have to have an interest rate realistic in the area where the 
money is being loaned. I hope that as the hearings progress, and 
the chairman is ready to start them in the near future, that you, as an 
organization, will be able to take a very, very strong position. I agree 
that there is a need for homes. I think it would be a help, not only to 
our economy, but to our whole welfare of the United States, because 
I have the firm conviction that our country isn’t going to be any 
stronger than the type of living that goes on in the average American 
home. There is a need for homes, but we have to be realistic about 
it, too. We aren’t going to get the money with the interest rate at 414 
percent. 

So, if we can count on the American Legion being real strong for 
a realistic interest rate, I think we will get home with the bill within 
the next few months. 

Mr. Greason. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, do you not think that Bob Mc- 
Curdy ought to comment on that? 

Mr. McCurpy. I would like to make one comment on the subject. 

First, I would like to keep the record straight, that this organiza- 
tion never reversed Seaborn Collins, not the rehabilitation commis- 
sion. Home loans and loan guaranties are under the economic com- 
mission and it wasn’t my commission, Mr. Ayres, it was another 
commission. 

Mr. Ayres. Well, you crawled off the hook very well there and fast, 
Mr. McCurdy. [Laughter. | 
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Mr. McCurpy. I also wanted to say, concerning the interest rate, 
that had it been my commission, we would have supported your 
chairman’s position last year. As I said, some have an experience 
which causes them to approach everything with the idea of money and 
some have the approach from the humanitarian standpoint, I am on 
the humanity side, and not on the money side. 

We have just voted in California $500 million more for our vet- 
erans home and farm aid law, and we don’t charge 414 percent; we 
don’t charge 4; we charge 314, and with that 314 we are still running 
in the black, and making a nice profit, and it has not cost our tax- 
payers one single penny. “T Applause. | 

And so I agree wholeheartedly with you that we can do no better 
to help any veteran than to get him a home, and get him a place in 
the community. But we w ould sincerely hope that the interest rate 
would be retained at the lowest possible figure that makes it practical 
to build homes. 

I have been following the Federal discount rates. They have started 
down with it now. They went up. It has been down twice, and it 
will probably get down some more, and I hope it will come down and 
stay down. [ Applause. 

Mr. Gieason. Mr. Chairman, may I also add to Mr. Ayres’ state- 
ment that the American Legion passed at its last national convention, 
a resolution making it a mandate of the American Legion to use its 
best efforts to secure the legislation which our convention seeks. 

Mr. Ayres. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Commander, there were some disagreements in 
the committee. Mr. Ayres and I do not disagree too often, but once 
in a while we do. I knew that the Administrator would not be the one 
who made the decision. 

I know personally that Mr. Higley was against increasing the 
interest rate, but I would bet you anything if we had passed that bill, 
giving him the authority to ‘change it, he would have been told to 
increase it. He has bosses, too. That is one of the reasons that many 
of us opposed changing the interest rate. 

Mr. Adair. 

Mr. Apair. No questions. 

The CHarmman. Mr. Fino. 

Mr. Frvo, I have no questions, but I would like to say that you did 
an excellent job in presenting the bipartisan views of this committee. 

The CHarrman. Thank you. 

Mr. Haley—Before you nace , Jim, I might say that Mr. Haley has 
just come back from a trip to Florida where he went into all the com- 
pensation cases that were handled in that office in St. Petersburg. 

Mr. Hatey. Mr. Chairman and Commander and the gentlemen from 
the rehabilitation committee and Legionnaires, I want to apologize for 
being late, along with the gentleman from California here, and I want 
to say that I was over on another committee. 

We find that as time moves along, that California and Florida have 
many things in common. I want to say to you, Mr. Chairman, and 
Mr. C ommander, that I think it would be just about time now for the 
Legion and all the veterans’ organizations, including this committee, 
to stop speaking about the Bradley report. I think we ought just to 
assign that to oblivion, and forget that it ever existed. I do not think 
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it is ever going to get anywhere and I do not think it should get any- 
where. [Applause. | 

There is another observation I would like to make, Mr. Commander, 
to you and to the chairman of the rehabilitation committee : 

You have here the men of the Legion who are interested in the 
veterans who need assistance from the Government. I think it is 
about time that the American Legion administration begins to ap- 
proach some of these veterans’ problems with a realistic program. 

In my great State of Florida, and in the great State of California, 
and probably i in some of the other sunshine | States, where we haven’t 
had much, by the way, in Florida this year, but, nevertheless, we have 
in these States, especially southern California and Florida, a very 
critical situation insofar as hospital beds are concerned. Now, I 
think, rather than to discontinue these, we ought to be building beds 
in some parts of this great Nation of ours. 

The State of Florida today has less beds available to veterans than 
they had prior to World War II, when we had at that time approxi- 
mately 50,000 veterans. ‘Today we are reaching 400,000 or 450,000. 
Many of those men came to Florida, just as they came to southern 
California, because they were in need of sunshine and rest; and, not 
having the facilities to take care of those men, I think, is a crying 
shame, and I hope that this great organization which I have belonged 
to, by the way, ever since its inception, will move into this picture, 
and see that these great sections of our Nation obtain the necessary 
beds to service the veterans who are entitled to it from the Govern- 
ment, and I hope that you will take that under consideration, and 
move in behind here anid get the program started, to the point where 
these men get their entitlements that they richly deserve. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Saylor. 

Mr. Saytor. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Commander, I would like, as one of your members, to congratu- 
late you on the statement that you have made, and I would like to 
take this opportunity to tell you, from the statement of your associate 
down there, who has more years and experience than many of us have, 
he has touched on a very, very delicate subject, and one with which 
this committee is concerned, because of its grave consequences. 

We do know that many of ‘the laws of Congress have been saying that 
there are two principles that the Veterans’ Administration is supposed 
to keep in mind at all times: First is that if a man or woman is taken 
into the service, and they find nothing wrong with them they are pre- 
sumed to be physically fit, and the second is that all reasonable pre- 
sumptions are supposed to be resolved in favor of the veteran. 

I am satisfied, from cases that have passed over my desk, that these 
two presumptions are being violated daily by the Veterans’ 
Administration. 

Just yesterday I ran across one that I know you would be interested 
in, and your committee would be interested in, because in it was a note 
from one of the doctors which said, “You should be very careful in 
reviewing this case, because if they took him off of 100 percent dis- 
ability or reestablished his 100 percent disability, it would mean that 
they would have to come back to 1951 and pay him from 1951 to date 
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for all of the claims to which he was entitled.” And it amounted 
then I think to around $11,000 or $12,000. 

I am afraid that people in the Veterans’ Administration, somewhere 
along the line, are putting a dollar sign on disabled veterans. That is 
the last thing that this committee wants. I know it is the last thing 
that your organization wants, and I think that your organization has 
a challenge that it should face up to. 

As of the 31st day of December 1957, there were 22,710,000 veterans 
in the United States. Your organization has around 3 million, accord- 
ing to your figures, and that means that you have 13 percent of the 
veteran population. Now those organizations that are constantly at 
work trying to undermine the work that your organization is doing 
come to the Members of Congress and say: 

“Took, the American Legion represents 13 percent of the veterans, 
what right do they have to come in and speak for 22 million veterans 
when they only have 3 million that belong on their rolls?” 

I know when veterans get in trouble they come to the American 
Legion. You don’t turn them down because they are not members of 
your organization, but I would certainly feel that you would be ren- 
dering, not only to your organization, but to all of the veterans of the 
United States, a tremendous service, if your organization would put on 
a membership drive so that when your successor came in here he would 
look up at us and say, “We don’t represent 13 percent of the veterans 
in the United States, but we represent 87 percent.” 

If he did, I am satisfied that. your voice would be a very strong one. 

Along that line, it has come to my attention that this exists as law, 
and I did not know it until some veterans called it to my attention: 
That the discrepancy that occurs with social security and your Vet- 
erans’ Administration pension, that if you qualify under social security 
for your disability at age 50, that you deduct your veteran’s pension. 
Certainly, I don’t think that was the intention of Congress when it 
was passed, and I think it is a matter that your organization should 
take a firm position on and back Congress up and some of the Members 
of it who believe that if you qualify under social security that is some- 
thing you have paid for. LApplause. | 

And if you are qualified under a veteran’s pension, it is something 
you earned in the service of your country. [ Applause. ] 

They are just a few of the things that I hope your great organization 
will take up in this coming year under your Jeadership. 

Mr. Greason. Thank you. Concerning the offset you just men- 
tioned, in supporting legislation (H. R. 10246) to put a stop to it. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Dwyer, of New Jersey. 

Mrs. Dwyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I, too, want to commend 
the national commander and Mr. McCurdy for their very fine state- 
ments made before this Veterans’ Affairs Committee this morning; 
and, as a freshman Member, I would not allow this opportunity to 
pass without commending the outstanding women that you have in 
your organization, those here today and those back home. 

I know the outstanding work they are doing in the hospitals; I know 
the outstanding work they are doing in supporting your programs. 

Gentlemen and ladies, you never can go wrong in enlisting the aid 
of the women of America for your cause. [Applause.] 

The Crarrman. Mr. Baring of Nevada. 
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Mr. Barrne. Mr. Chairman, I want to commend the two speakers 
this morning for a very fine presentation and to state that I go along 
wholeheartedly with my chairman. 

About everything else has been said, but, as I look over these fine 
faces, I can’t find my Nevada people. Will they put up their hands? 

I see “Mal” Jacobson. Thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Mitchell of Georgia. 

Mr. Mrreuett. Mr. Chairman, I want to echo the sentiments of my 
colleagues concerning the statements made by both the commander and 
Mr. McCurdy. I think they were excellent. 

I think the American Legion is to be commended in showing in- 
finite wisdom in the selection of you, Mr. Commander, as their leader, 
but I think even further they ought to be commended in the selection 
of the most gracious lady from Georgia, Mrs. Kelly. [Applause.] 

I have only been here a very short time, and I have learned very 
few things, but one of the things that has impressed me most is—as 
you have pointed out to the chairman of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee, Mr. Hayden, the critical shortage of hospital beds. 

I think in my own state in Georgia, the shortage is more critical and 
I think, as Mr. Haley says, we will have to have either more beds or else 
we will have to set them up in the Bureau of the Budget. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Smith of California. 

Mr. Sorru. I have no further comments. 

The CuHatrmMan. We have one other visitor with us this morning, 
not a member of our committee, Congressman Becker, of New York. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you. 

The CHamman. Mr. Commander, do you have anything else to say, 
or anyone else you wish to introduce? 

Mr. Greason. No, sir. I just want to thank you very much for the 
kind consideration and courtesy that you have paid us today. 

The CHatrmMan. I see one other visitor hiding behind the door, 
Congressman “Mel” Price, of Illinois. [Applause.] 

Mr. Commander, we wish you very much luck in the coming year, 
and the same for the members of the American Legion; and, again, 
I think you can go to sleep at night not worrying about any benefits 
being taken away by the Congress. They are not going to do that. 

Without objection, there will be inserted at this point the statement 
of the national commander of AMVETS. I regret along with all 
members of the committee that the commander could not appear in 
person. <A conflict of dates prevented it. 


STATEMENT OF STUART J. SATULLO, NATIONAL COMMANDER, 
AMVETS, BEFORE THE VETERANS’ AFFAIRS COMMITTEE, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


AMVETS 1958 Leaisuative Program 


Mr. Satutyo. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
both pleased and proud to present to you the legislative recommenda- 
tions of AMVETS for this 2d session of the 85th Congress. My com- 
ments, of course, will be limited to the highlights of our program. We 
are submitting for the record, however, a digest of all resolutions 
adopted at the most recent national convention of AMVETS in Boston, 
Mass., August 22-29, 1958. 
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This 85th Congress has passed the halfway mark with its work 
well underway. Our national legislative director, John R. Holden, 
has, of course, appeared before your committee on many occasions on 
behalf of AMVETS. The committee and its fine staff have been most 
cooperative with our legislative representatives and we are grateful. 
We are particularly appreciative, Mr. Chairman, to you for intro- 
ducing H. R. 52, the AMVET sponsored compensation bill and to 
this committee for its help in making H. R. 52 become Public Law 
85-168. 

AMVETS, as you know, is an organization composed exclusively 
of World War II and Korean conflict veterans. During our brief 
existence a philosophy has gradually evolved. It is a philosophy that 
recognizes that the veteran has a vital stake in the economy of this 
Nation—that he has an obligation as a citizen as well as a veteran— 
that he will not overburden the economy wtih unreasonable demands 
that cannot be fully justified. We are motivated by a desire to per- 
fect a sound enduring structure of benefits that will adequately and 
properly discharge the Nation’s responsibility to its veterans and at 
the same time merit the respect of the American people. This philos- 
ophy has been reiterated in our current legislative program. 


















PENSIONS 







| Undoubtedly, the best example of AMVETS philosophy in action 
‘ is demonstrated by our position on non-service-connected pensions. 
We have continually opposed the unwarranted liberalization of pen- 
sions for disabilities having no connection with military service. We 
believe that adequate compensation for the service- -connected disabled 
veteran and the surviving dependents of those who lost their lives 
from a service-connected cause is of paramount importance. All 
non-service-connected pensions must be regarded as secondary. It 
is our considered opinion, however, that a pension program for vet- 
erans and dependents can and should be administered by the Vet- 
erans’ Administration, provided that it is based upon a realistic 
test of need. 

The present non-service-connected pension program is deficient 
in some respects in that it fails to distinguish between various levels 
of need. The result is that several hundred thousand veterans and 
widows are existing on a small pension with no other income while 
many more fortunate individuals with considerable income and re- 
sources also receive the same pension. AMVETS will continue to 
oppose any proposal which will further liberalize the pension pro- 
gram by adding persons to the rolls who are not actually in need. 
Instead, we prefer to see any additional expenditures for non-service- 
connected pension directed to those who are most in need. Of partic- 
ular concern are those unfortunate individuals who are so disabled 
as to require the aid and attendance of another person. 

We therefore urge that this committee give serious consideration 
to revising both the statutory and the regulatory criteria for entitle- 
ment to pension, so that only those who are truly in need may qualify. 
Then, it is equally important that serious consideration be given to 
providing an adequate rate of pension for those who are in need. 
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PENSIONS FOR WIDOWS. AND CHILDREN 


During the first session of this Congress, the distinguished chairman 
of this committee, Mr. Teague, Caen H. R..950 at the request of 
AMVETS. This measure would provide pensions for widows and 
children of veterans of World War II and the Korean conflict on the 
same basis as pension is provided for widows and children of veterans 
of World War I. Under present law, widows of World War II and 
Korean conflict veterans, to be eligible for pension, must establish 
that the veteran upon whose death the application for pension is based 
was separated from service for medi Gy reasons or that he had an 
ascertainable degree of service-connected disability at the time of 
death. The widows of World War I veterans applying for this benefit 
are spared this requirement and may qualify merely on the establish- 
ment of 90 days service and a discharge other than dishonorable. We 
can see no logical reason for the disparity and recommend its correc- 
tion by the enactment of H. R. 950 into law. 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION HOSPITALS 


One of the most pressing problems in the field of veterans’ affairs 
today involves the number of available beds in VA hospitals. On 
December 31, 1957, there was a total of 7,308 beds unavailable for 
patient care. In breaking down this alarming figure, we find a small 
number were in the process of activation, some were closed tem- 
porarily because of construction or maintenance, while still others 
were closed because of inability to recruit personnel. We hope the 
efforts of this committee and the Congress to provide salary increases 
for doctors, dentists, and nurses will overcome the inability to recruit 
personnel. In any event, these are valid reasons for beds being 
unavailable. 

We are concerned with the remaining unavailable beds, approxi- 
mately 5,000, and the reasons for their unavailability. It has been 
indicated that they are not required to meet current operating plans. 
In the face of increasing demands for facilities for the care and treat- 
ment of chronic long-term and aging veterans, it is ridiculous to per- 
mit vacant beds to remain idle. In past years, the VA has effectively 
utilized beds no longer needed for the treatment of one type of illness 
by converting them to another type. It is shortsighted indeed to close 
beds constructed at a cost of ten to twenty thousand dollars per bed 
but not needed for one type of treatment while beds for other needs 
are in short supply. Yet, the arbitrary restrictions imposed today by 
the Bureau of the Budget will not permit the VA to utilize these beds. 
We respectfully urge this committee to explore this problem and take 
action that will permit the VA to adjust its care and treatment pro- 
gram to the changing characteristics of the veteran population, with- 
out unwarranted Budget Bureau intervention. 


EDUCATIONAL BENEFITS 


Recent developments in science and engineering have pointed up the 
alarming shortage of persons educated and qualified for careers in 
these important fields. The result has been a variety of measures in- 
troduced to provide scholarships in science and engineering for the 
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youth of America. It is the considered opinion of AMVETS that 
educational benefits patterned after the Korean GI bill, Public Law 
550, for persons with service after January 31, 1955, should receive 
priority attention. No segment of our population is more deserving of 
current educational assistance than this group. Statistics will reveal 
that more than 25 percent of those who attended college and universi- 
ties under the World War IT GI bill became scientists and engineers. 
There is every reason to believe that the same ratio would prevail 
today. 

ie order to help alleviate the critical shortage of scientists and 
engineers and at the same time grant a well-deserved benefit to this 
group of ex-servicemen and women, we urge this committee to 
schedule early hearings on educational benefits for peacetime veterans. 

We would also direct your attention to H. R. 5930 which would 
amend the War Orphans Educational Assistance Act of 1956 to pro- 
vide educational assistance to the children of veterans who are per- 
manently and totally disabled from wartime service connected dis- 
ability. This measure was reported by this committee during the last 
session of Congress. Inasmuch as the bill proposes to finance the cost 
of this benefit from enemy assets seized by our Government during 
World War II, it will not require a penny of Federal funds. We 
respectfully urge your continued support of this measure. 


CONCLUSION 


We have attempted herein to een a few highlights of AMVETS 
views. The complete digest of our program that follows contains 
equally meritorious recommendations. We respectfully urge you to 
study it. Our legislative representatives will present more detailed 
testimony when necessary. 

In all appearances before this committee, however, one thought will 
be present. The precarious position of the Nation’s finances cannot 
be ignored. Seven percent of the Nation’s annual income is being 
expended for veterans benefits. It is inevitable that as unwanted ex- 
penditures for non-service-connected pensions arise, it will be increas- 
ingly difficult to obtain adequate compensation for the service-con- 
nected disabled. Our Nation’s ability to provide benefit programs for 
veterans is not unlimited. AMVETS will attempt to keep faith with 
the Nation and its veterans by endorsing only those programs that can 
be defended as being in the best interest of the Nation and its veterans. 


DIGEST OF RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY AMVETS 13TH ANNUAL NATIONAL 
CONVENTION, Boston, Mass., AUGUST 22—AUeusT 29, 1957 


VETERANS AFFAIRS 


1. Seeks legislation to establish a Department of Veterans Affairs headed by a 
Secretary with full Cabinet status. 

2. Seeks amendment to rules of the United States Senate to provide for the 
establishment of a Committee on Veterans Affairs in that body. 

3. Urges the Veterans’ Administration to establish policy making it mandatory 
that contact representatives and personnel in registrar’s office at VA hospitals 
and domiciliaries advise patients of possible entitlement to monthly benefits 
under social security for permanent and total disability at age 50, and that VA 
personnel be instructed to assist in filing and processing the appropriate papers. 

4. Commends the Administrator of Veterans Affairs for providing AMVETS 
with advance copies of proposed revisions of the 1945 schedule for rating dis- 
abilities and for seeking our views prior to effecting the proposed changes; au- 
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thorizes the national service director to appoint a committee of national service 
officers to study the proposed changes and to make appropriate recommendations 
thereon to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs. 

5. Opposes the elimination of statutory awards from service-connected dis- 
ability compensation structure; recommends that disabilities continue to be con- 
sidered separate and apart from statutory awards; advocates that any general 
increase in rates of disability compensation include a corresponding percentage 
increase in statutory awards and dependency allowance. 

6. Seeks enactment into law of H. R. 1264 to provide that veterans suffiering 
from active pulmonary tuberculosis shall be deemed permanently and totally 
disabled for pension purposes during all periods of hospitalization. 

7. Seeks legislation to redefine a widow for death pension purposes as one who 
has been married to the veteran for at least 5 years or for any period of time ifa 
child was born of the marriage. 

8. Seeks legislation to permit World War II and Korean widows to qualify 
for death pension on the same basis as widows of World War I veterans. 

9. Seeks legislation to provide annual income limitations for death pension 
purposes be increased to $2,700 for veterans with dependent parents. 

10. Seeks legislation to provide for judicial review of decisions of the Veterans’ 
Administration relating to disability compensation; urges that veterans’ benefits 
be considered vested rights rather than granted privileges. 

11. Requests the Veterans’ Administration to enlarge the scope of the current 
review of disability compensating claims to include the review of all previously 
disallowed claims. 

12. Recommends change in VA procedure with respect to current review of 
disability claims to permit accredited representatives of veterans’ organizations 
to review and/or discuss with rating boards proposed severances of service con- 
nection prior to their transmittal to VA central office. : 

13. Recommends legislation to increase burial allowances to an amount com- 
mensurate with present-day costs. 

14. Recommends that prima facie evidence of service-connected disability 
be accepted by the Veterans’ Administration for a period of 90 days subsequent 
to an individual veteran’s separation from service for medical outpatient treat- 
ment and hospitalization purposes. 

15. Seeks amendment to Public Law 881, 84th Congress, to provide the same 
monetary benefit for children whose mother is living as is provided for children 
with no parents. 

16. Recommends legislation to increase the income limitation for death pen- 
sion purposes by $600 during the year in which the veteran’s death occurs. 

17. Expresses AMVETS philosophy that compensation for the service-con- 
nected disabled veteran and the surviving dependents of those who lost their 
life from a service-connected cause are regarded as the paramount objective of 
the veterans program and that all non-service-connected pensions must be re- 
garded as secondary. Bxpresses support, however, of a realistic non-service- 
connected pension program for veterans and dependents based on a realistic test 
of need. 

18. Rejects proposals which would further liberalize the non-service-connected 
pension program by adding persons to the roles who are not actually in need; 
voices belief that additional expenditures for nonservice pension should be di- 
rected to those most in need, particularly those veterans so disabled as to require 
the aid and attendance of another person. 

19. Cites a VA policy which has resulted in failure to activate vacant beds 
in VA hospitals for the care of chronic and long-term disabled veterans; advo- 
cates that 4,500 vacant beds in VA hospitals be utilized for the treatment of 
long-term chronic patients and the care of needy non-service-connected cases. 

20. Commends and expresses support of the 8-year program of repair, renova- 
tion, and replacement of Veterans’ Administration hospitals and urges that the 
program be completed at the earliest possible date. 

21. Expresses approbation of the quality of the care and treatment in VA 
hospital and medical program; voices opposition to any curtailment or change 
of policy adverse to veterans’ interests. 

22. Expresses support of the VA non-service-connected hospitalization pro- 
gram; condemns abuses in this program by veterans who can well afford to pay 
their hospital bills in private facilities. 

23. Seeks change in VA regulations to permit reimbursement of State psychi- 
atric and tubercular hospitals for care and treatment of veterans with service- 
connected conditions. 
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24. Seeks legislation to permit active-duty personnel of the Armed Forces to 
purchase national service life insurance on a participating basis and that the 
right to convert policies so purchased to permanent plans be extended to this 
personnel. 

25. Seeks legislation to permit all veterans with active service subsequent to 
October 8, 1940, to purchase permanent plan national service life insurance on 
a participating basis, upon meeting good health requirements, for a limited 
period of 2 years. 

26. Seeks legislation to extend veterans’ educational benefits to all persons 
entering the armed services during the period that the Selective Service Act is 
in effect. 

27. Seeks legislation to grant a cost-of-living increase in monthly allowances 
to students training under the Korean GI bill and the War Orphans Educa- 
tional Assistance Act. 

28. Seeks legislation to extend benefits of the War Orphans Educational As- 
sistance Act to the children of war veterans totally disabled as the result of 
service-connected disabilities and that this benefit be financed by proceeds from 
the liquidation of alien properties seized during World War II. 

29. Advocates cooperation with all agencies, including the White House con- 
ference on education, to insure that the educational program in our Nation re- 
mains second to none. 

30. Proposes that scholarships and science education be made available to the 
youth of America. 

31. Urges Congress to expedite legislation making the benefits of Public Law 
16, 78th Congress, and Public Law 894, 8ist Congress, available to disabled 
veterans with service subsequent to January 31, 1955. 

32. Seeks amendment to Public Law 550, 82d Congress, and Public Law 634, 
84th Congress, to permit Korean veterans and war orphans to pursue education 
and training in the Panama Canal Zone and the Philippine Republic under the 
same conditions that apply in the United States. 

33. Seeks amendment to VA regulations so that veteran students ordered to 
limited periods of active duty training will not be penalized by having such 
training time charged as nonattendance under the GI bill. 

34. Voices concern over the small percentage of veterans pursuing training 
under Public Law 550 and advocates a National, State, and local publicity pro- 
gram to acquaint veterans with the advantages of this law. 

35. Seeks legislation to permit the use of NSLI reserve funds for direct VA 
loans with the proviso that lending institutions have the right to purchase these 
loan contracts from the VA at the currently established rate of interest. 

36. Supports legislation similar to the provisions of H. R. 4602 which would 
extend the life of the World War II loan guaranty program and enlarge the scope 
of VA direct loan activities. 

37. Proposes the removal of the GI loan program from the Veterans’ Adminis- 
tration and urges the promotion of sale of GI mortgages by the VA public rela- 
tions mediums and through the establishment of special GI loan clinics. 

38. Seeks legislation to permit open-end mortgages in the VA and FHA pro- 
gram ‘so the term of the loan may be extended rather than increasing monthly 
payments because of higher taxes and insurance. 

89. Advocates the severest possible sanctions by VA against builders in cases 
of noncompliance with plans and specifications or failure to make adequate re- 
pairs during the guaranty period. 

40. Requests AMVETS study of the feasibility of recommending the establish- 
ment of a Federal loan fund financed by tax-exempt bond issues, for veterans’ 
housing loans at a nomina) rate of interest. 

41. Opposes any increase in the interest rate on GI loans at this time and 
directs the national executive committee to give further and continuing study 
to this problem in order that they may be prepared to take whatever additional 
action they deem necessary. 

42. Commends the California Veterans’ home loan program to AMVETS de- 
partments for study with a view to possible adoption of similar programs in 
their States. 

48. Urges Congress and the Veterans’ Administration to study the feasibility 
of a program to facilitate the investment of private organization trust funds in 
VA mortgages. 

44. Urges Congress to enact legislation to provide peacetime service personnel 
with unemployment insurance similar to that provided other Federal employees. 
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45. Seeks adequate appropriations for the Nation’s employment security pro- 
gram, including Veterans’ Employment Service, State employment agencies and 
the veterans’ reemployment rights program. 

46. Seeks legislation providing the Federal workmen’s compensation insurance 
program for employers hiring handicapped veterans. 

47. Seeks legislation to exempt unemployment compensation from levy by In- 
ternal Revenue Service to satisfy delinquent tax claims. 

48. Supports H. R. 8522 to correct deficiencies in present law relating to the 
reemployment rights program for veterans. 

49. Supports legislation to provide training or retraining programs for veterans 
who are unable to find employment because of age, physical disability, emotional 
illness, and other factors beyond their control. 

50. Requests that action be taken to insure that a history of mental illness shall 
not of itself constitute a bar to Federal employment in the case of veterans. 

51. Advocates the continuance of the Veterans Preference Act of 1944. 

52. Endorses the program of the veterans counseling service and urges the 
Civil Service Commission to continue this essential service. 

53. Seeks amendment to Public Law 733, 81st Congress, to permit Federal em- 
ployees who have completed their probationary period to appeal to the Civil 
Servic Commission from any adverse action in the same manner and form as is 
provided in section 14 of the Veterans Preference Act. 

54. Urges the President to direct Cabinet members to employ qualified veterans, 
particularly disabled veterans, extensively in all branches of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. 

55. Opposes all recommendations of the Hoover Commission that restrict bene- 
fits given to veterans under present laws. 

56. Recommends the appropriation of sufficient funds for the establishment of 
intermediary care program in nursing homes for veterans. 

57. Petitions Congress to restore $100,000 to the VA hospital operating budget 
for the continued operation of 45 beds in the Dublin, Ga., VA hospital during 
fiscal 1958. 

58. Recommends that funds in excess of $100 million remaining in the alien 
property fund from seized enemy assets be made available for the development of 
an effective mental health program for veterans suffering from such disabilities. 


CIVIL SERVICE 


59. Seeks amendment to Public Law 796, 83d Congress, to provide that the pro- 
hibition against payment of Federal retirement annuities be limited only to per- 
sons found guilty of espionage, treason, or sedition. 

60. Supports amendment to the Civil Service Retirement Act to permit persons 
who appeal a removal for physical reasons to file for disability retirement within 
6 months after final decision on the civil-service appeal. 

61, Supports appropriate legislation to encourage the training of Federal em- 
ployees at Federal facilities and private institutions. 

62. Supports legislation to increase the salaries of Federal employees to that 
commensurate With salaries paid for comparable work in private industry, 

63. Seeks legislation to limit the terms of acting postmasters to 1 year in those 
cases where an active register of eligibles from which a pertianent postmaster can 
be selected is available. 

64. Urges Government leaders to continue efforts to remove Communists and 
Communist sympathizers from Federal Government employment through proper 


procedure of law. 
65. Seeks legislation to amend the Retirement Act to permit voluntary retire- 


ment after 30 years of service regardless of age without reduction in annuities; 
recommends that retirement annuities for employees of the executive branch 
be computed in the same manner as employees of the legislative branch. 


MILITARY AFFAIRS 


66. Seeks the liberalization of medical benefits to dependents of Armed Forces 
personnel and the establishment of adequate housing facilities for such personnel. 

67. Requests that the selection of the World War II unknown and the Korean 
conflict unknown, scheduled for entombment May 30, 1958, be selected.on Armed 
Forces Day, May 17, 1958. 

68. Requests the Department of Defense, when advising a former serviceman 
of an adverse decision from a discharge review board, to include notification of the 
right to appeal to the board for the correction of military or naval records. 
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INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 


69. Expresses support of the President’s people-to-people program and urges 
the national commander to make himself a part of the veterans’ committee of that 
program. 

70. Urges Congress to continue efforts to prevent the spread of communism 
in the world and to advance the teachings of democracy by continued use of the 
Voice of America and all other available means, 

71. Urges the Federal Government to extend treaty arrangements wherever 
possible with nations in which our Armed Forces are stationed so that trial by 
military courst may be undertaken for all on-duty offenses wheresoever com- 
mitted within a particular nation. 

72. Reaffirms support of a rational program of disarmament be accomplished 
in proportionate stages depending upon the international situation and tensions 
which are present, insisting that defenses not be reduced at any time below the re- 
quirements for self-defense and for carrying out our commitments abroad. 

73. Reaffirms support of the universal peaceful development of atomic energy 
and commends the ratification of United States participation in the International 
Atomic Energy Agency. 

74. Advocates continued economic aid to nations outside the Iron and Bamboo 
Curtains, recognizing that such aid must be measured by the capacities of our 
own economy ; favors recent reductions in foreign spending made with judicious 
understanding rather than “meat-ax” slashes. 

75. Urges United States to maintain a firm policy of strengthening and sup- 
porting the furtherance of democratic governments and principles in the Middle 
East. 

76. Urges continued assistance to Hungarian refugees so that they may be 
settled in the country of their choice. 

77. Condemns the forces of oppression in Hungary and urges that the present 
Hungarian regime not be recognized either in a de facto or a de jure circumstance..: 

78. Urges the United States to continue supporting U. N. resolutions intended 
to secure for Hungary the means to decide freely its future. 

79. Reaffirms position seeking a bipartisan foreign policy with military aid to 
nations whose security may be threatened by Communist pressures. 

80. Favors the unification of Germany through free elections. 

81. Reaffirms support of the United Nations and its specialized agencies. 

82. Expresses continued opposition to the admission of Red China into the 
United Nations. 

83. Views with favor the development of economic cooperation in the free 
countries of Europe and urges continued United States support of such programs. 

84. Reavows our support of the philosophy intended to protect the inalienable 
freedoms of mankind regardless of color or creed. 

85. Reaffirms demand that the United States continue efforts to accomplish the 
speedy return of American citizens held prisoner by the Government of Com- 
munist China. 

86. Expresses adherence to the principles of the World Veterans Federation 
and expresses pride in AMVETS having been a founder; urges the frequent re- 
porting of activities and accomplishments of the World Veterans Federation to 
the AMVET membership. 

DOMESTIC AFFAIRS 


87. Supports Federal aid for school construction. 

88. Urges the President to appoint a committee of prominent scientists to 
explore the problem of radiation fallout and to impart the results of this study 
to the people of this Nation. 

89. Urges that aviation curriculum in schools be expanded and intensified. 

90. Commends National Commander Strada for publicly disassociating AM- 
VETS from any connection with the National Association of Veterans Employ- 
ment Councils ; opposes the uncontrolled and unauthorized solicitation of funds in 
the name of veterans. 

91. Seeks legislation to establish February 22 as “All Presidents Day.” 

92. Seeks amendment to existing law to exempt from Federal income-tax 
interest received on series E bonds. 

98. Expresses opposition to the authorization of subscription television by the 
Federal Communications Commission or the Congress. 

94. Expresses support of the program of the Boy Scouts of America. 
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95. Expreses support and cooperation with the All-American Conference to 
Combat Communism. 

96. Reaffirms endorsement of positive Americanism program by AMVETS. 

97. Favors cooperation between fraternal and social organizations in the pro- 
motion of projects for the betterment of the American way of life. 

98, Urges acceleration of the enactment of social legislation in the Congress. 

99. Advocates a nationwide system of education to promote the philosophy that 
brotherhood is inherent in religion and religion is the basis of our democratic way 
of life. 


The CHairmMan. The committee will be adjourned. 
(Whereupon, at 11:30 a. m. the committee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 
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